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tional. _It is unconstitutional to appro- 
‘riate for Lake Michigan in my State, because 
cis a broad lake, but tt is perfecily constitutional 
to make an approptiation at the mouth of Cape 
? iver, mn d 
a is a branch, and not a river at all. When I 
go home to my constituents, they call me to an 
account, and ask me why this appropriation was 
not made? And | answer, perhaps, did you not 
gee that 1 madea speech, and voted for it. _ 
es, we noticed all that, but. why did it fail to 
ee It failed because the President. vetoed it. 
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North Carolina, because Cane [ear | 
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| subscribed to the doctrine, that the people in the 
Territories should have the right to govern them- 


institutions. I ask the gentleman if that is so? 
Mr. MACE. I desired to state this—and I 
think I was very clear—that from the necessities 
of the case, and under the Constitution of the 
United States, the people of the Territories had 
no right whatever to establish or reject slavery, 


Oh, || while a Territory, but that such right would only 


accrue at the time they should meet for the pur- 
pose of forming a State constitution; and even 


Vhatnext? Oh, for Heaven’s sake, do not dis- || after a constitution should be formed, it would be 
cuss that question amongst the people, or it will || in the power of the Congress of the United States 
interrupt the harmony of the party, so as to insure /| to refuse to admit theState, without a modification 


our defeat in subsequent elections. At least, that 


of the provisions of the Constitution in reference 


is the course things have taken in the Notthwest, || to the subject of slavery, or any other subject. 


and I say tothe N orthwest, and the non-slavehold- | 


} 


Mr. OLIVER. Did I understand the gentleman 


ing States of this Union, that these discussions || to deny the soundness of the doctrine of the right 


wil ever be presented here, and these exactions 
will be continued from time to time, stirring up 
angry discussion, and interrupting the harmony of 
the country, until the North, East, and West stand 
upon the same high, elevated, and dignified plat- 
form occupied by southern men. Whenever we 
infuse that feeling into the councils of our nation, 


| 


whenever it shall be understood that the people | 


will maintain their rights, and nail to the wall all 


of the people of the Territories to govern them- 
selves, as an abstract question? 

Mr. MACE. They have no power under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. OLIVER. Does the gentleman believe 
they have the power under the laws of Congress? 

Mr. MACE. I do, and it is not conferred by 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill. 

I wish to make one remark. If it had been the 


who betray them, then I suppose we will all be || intention of the Congress of the United States to 


national Democrats, or national Whigs. 

[ trust that the consideration of this bill will 
receive the patient attention of this House. The 
question is one which deeply concerns the coun- 
try, and the whole country. It is not a question 
whether this or that man shall be President; 
whether this or that man shall come back to Con- 
gress; whether thie or that man shall havea foreign 
mission; but itis a question submitted to the calm 
and deliberate consideration of thecountry, whether 
agreat wrong shall be repaired and justice be done. 
I donot know what success the bill may have. The 
friends of it have no presidential patronage—they 
have no bright promises to hold out in the future, 
and they have no patronage in the way of office 
to bestow. They simply present this bill to the 
Congress of the United States, and ask them, for 
the purpose of doing. justice, to undo what was 
wrongfully done at the Jast session. I state here 


in my place—and I think perhaps I understand | 


the feelings of the people of the North and West 
as well as any one—that if this matter is suffered 
to rest, that agitation and excitement, disastrous 
in its consequences, will follow, leading, perhaps, 
to bloodshed and murder. When the finale does 
come—as soon it must, unless this bill passes—the 
issue presented will not be one of acquiescence; but 
itwill be, “are you in favor of the admission of 
Kansas asa slave State?’? Under such circum- 
siances that issue presents itself to the country. 
Bat the people know and understand that thirty- 
lour years ago the pure men of this land, carrying 
out the principles of the ordinance of 1787, estab- 
lished a compromise line—slavery to exist south 
of that line, and never to exist north of it. They 
know, too, from the records of Congress, and they 
know from subsequent elections, that a Congress 
was thrown together here, not upon the issue of 
that question, but upon higher and_ holier ones, 
which Congress took it upon themselves, without 
being requested from any quarter whatever, to 
destroy the action of the fathers of the Republic. 
This we of the North regard asa legislative fraud. 

¢ regard it as a wrongful act. er it as 
«measure uncalled for. And viewing it in that 
‘ight, {can state here, and in conclusion I will 
state, that never, while I have a seat in the Con- 
gress of the United States, will 1, asa Representa- 
ve, vote for the admission of Kansas into this 

"on with the institution of slavery in its consti- 


} tution, 


Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. I desire to ask 
1 friend from Indiana one ortwo questions. If 
understood him, he remarked that he recognized 
the soundness of the doctrine of popular sover- 


Toa in its application to the Territories of the 
nited States, as an abstract 
cther words, if I understood 


4 


proposition. In 





confer the power which the gentleman speaks of, 
but one simple section was needed in the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill to accomplish such object, and 
that section would have been to the effect, that the 
people of the Territories should have the right to 
assemble together, and adopt a form of Govern- 
ment, elect their officers, and then-ask to be ad- 
mitted into the Union. 

Mr. OLIVER. Do you subscribe to that doc- 
trine? 

Mr. MACE. If Congress will adopt a bill of 
that kind, I will vote for it. 

Mr. OLIVER. IfI have been fortunate enough 
to understand the gentleman, [ understand that 
he would subscribe to the doctrine of the people’s 
right to govern themselves in the Territories, pro- 
vided they were allowed to assemble themselves 
together and vote in the aggregate. But, at the 
same time, I understand the gentleman to be in- 
volved in this very singular contradiction, that he 
is opposed to the people of the Territories govern- 
ing themselves through agents and representa- 
tives properly chosen. How can the gentleman 
now extricate himself from that dilemma? 

Mr. MACE. Mr. Chairman, I was discussing 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill, the terms of that 
bill, and its provisions; and | assumed that there 
was no popular sovereignty in it. I assumed that 
it was not intended to have any; and, reasoning 
from that, the Territorial Legisiature of Kansas 
could have no right to pass upon this question of 
slavery; that it was not necessary that they should 

| do it; that slavery already existed there, and 
would continue to exist, unless prohibited by the 
Congress of the United States, or the constitution 
of Kansas, when she should come into the Union 

Mr. OLIVER. Here isthe conclusion to which 
the gentleman comes: He is in favor of the doc- 
trine of leaving the people of the Territories to 

= themselves, if they can assemble and — 
in the a te, upon acts appertaining to their 
Deccte} Scns iechedn the election of 
governor, judges, and.all other officers, and vote 
In the aggregate upon the subject of slavery; of 
the relation of husband and wife, of parent and 
children, of dian and ward, of master and 
slave. If they are allowed to vote for all of these 
he is. in favor of it.. Then, if he subscribes to 

‘that doctrine, what difference is there in prac- 
tice, whether they govern themselves by lawfully 
chosen agents and representatives, or otherwise? 

Mr. MACE. I think 1 stated, through the 
whole of my aes that, notwithstanding the 

egislature of Kansas might pass any law; not- 
withstanding they may meet together to adopt a 
constitution, yet, uader the Constitution of the 
United States, has perfect control over 


him, he said he || their acts, from the necessity of the case, 
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selves in all matters appertaining to their domestic || power upon thé 
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Mr. OLIVER. Well, I understand him, that 
if the Kansas and Nebraska bill had conferred the 
ple of the Territories to govern 
| themselves on all subjects, including the election 
of governor, judges, and all other officers, he would 
have subscribed to. the doctrine contained in the 
bill. Then I ask him, and every member of this 
House, how can they discriminate between the 
people’s governing themselves in the aggregate, 
and the doing the same thing by lawfully elected 
representatives? The people of my State govern 
themselves in relation to all matters appertaining 
to their domestic interests. But how do they do 
it? Through lawfully chosen representatives. Do 
the gentleman’s constituents, because they send 
him as their Representative here, thereby divest 
themselves of the power and privilege of govern- 
ing themselves? Have they conferred upon him 
absolute power to say what is best for them, and 
reserved to themselves no check upon his action? 
I take it, according to the gentieman’s own posi- 
tion, that he does recognize, to the fullest extent, 
the right of the people to govern themselves in the 
Territories, and that, ivo, in the most impractica- 
ble form. He goes further than any friend of the 
Nebraska-Kansas bil! dared to go. 

Let me crave the attention of the committee to 
what the gentieman has told us, If 1 remember 
correctly, the gentleman placed his objection to 
the bill at the last session upon a high and patri- 
otic ground. He was opposed to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise because it broke a solemn 
compact—a sacred covenant. His serenity was 
disturbed, and the pure patriotism which he says 
now moves him was awakened in his bosom. 
Not one word did you then hear from him in 
regard to the subject of slavery. He at that time 
disavowed any desire to agilate the country on 
that point. He opposed the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise Soeeee it disturbed the peace 
of the nation, and set an example for the breaking 
of compacts which would most certainly lead to 
disastrous results. His object was the preserva- 
tion of peace. He desired order, concord, and 
brotherly love, to pervade the entire land. He 
viewed the Kansas-Nebraska bill as an apple of 
discord thrown into our midst to produce distrac- 
tion, and to sow dissensions amongst the people. 
This was the language held by my honorable 
friend from Indiana at the last session. They 
were the expressions of a warm and zealous heart, 
which seemed to be moved by a holy patriotism 
for the peace of the Union. He then frowned on 
all agitation and dissension between the different 
| sections of the country. > 

How does the gentleman present himself before 
the committee and the country this morning? 
True, he comes with the profession of love for his 
country and an earnest desire for its peace, pros- 
perity, and continued welfare; but in his hand is 
a miserable scrawl—and what for? For the pro- 
hibition of slavery from Kansas and Nebraska for- 
ever. This prohibition was the very thing which, 
in 1820, caused strife and bad feeling between the 
North and the South. And this proposition for 
prohibition now comes from a professed friend of 
the peace and rights of all sections. Last session he 
inveighed against the introducers of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, because, as he alleged, they intro- 
duced discord into our midet. Now he revives 
agitation, which has been calmed down, by hia 
prohibition of freemen, and his brothers, from 
these Territories. Still he talke of peace—lovely 
peace. | would to God that he now cherished the 
sentiments which feli from his lips last session. 
if he did, no such miserable prohibition as the 
one proposed would have now been offered to 
harass, annoy, and vex the proud people of our 
southern States. This prohibition has heretofore 
been the cause of their bitterness, But the South 
is loya: to the Union. Thank God, she has ever 
,and ever will be, loyal to it. The probibi- 
tion of 1820-weighed heavily on her, but she de- 
nied herself her rights and smothered her feelings, 


| 





afaaienaa erate 


She subdued the feelings of resentment which had 
? For the 


e spilling of 


n aroused in her bosom. Wh 
sake of the Union; and to prevent 








fraterna) blood; to get Missouri into the Union. 
Thus it was in 1820. 

Here comes the gentleman from Indiana, I 
repeat, with a similar prohibition in his hand, to 
estrange us, and to alienate our affections from 
the Union. But the perpetuity of the Union, I 
am proud to say, will never be abandoned by the 
conservative portion of the northern people. I 
heard a gentleman the other day commisserate the 
defeat of gentlemen from the North who had 
voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill. He was 
sorry that they were decapitated at theballot-box. 
Another expressed his sympathy; and, the better 
to wound and sting, he pitied them. Let mesay, 
Mr. Chairman, that those of the northern dele- 
gation who voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
evinced a strong determination to do justice to all 
parta of the confederacy. They recognized the 
equality of rights among the States; and, sir, if 
they have fallen in the defense of justice, it is but 
for a little while. They willcarry with them into 
their retiracy the consciousness, as American 
Representatives, of having indorsed and supported 
a principle which is of no less importance than 
those }ying at the foundation of the Republic— 
the right of the people of the Territories to govern 
themselves. If they are to be thus proscribed, 
they can console themselves with the proud recol- 
lection of having fallen in the defense of equal 
rights and of justice. It will immortalize them. 
There is a bright day in reserve for them. The 
resplendent sun of intelligence will then burst upon 
them a flood of glorious light. They may be 
cheered and encouraged, and banish all fears. 

Mr. Chairman, my friend proposes to prohibit 
slavery forever from these Territories. Were I 
to om that he was an Abolitionist, he might take 
it unkindly, and perhaps call on me for explana- 
tion. Let us examine his position, and see it 
according to his statements. He tells us that 
slavery exists, and lawfully, this very day, in 
Kengsas, and that there is no necessity for local 
legislation to establish it. What does he propose 
todo? Why, he admits slavery is there, and pro- 

ses a prohibition, which is practically the abo- 
ition of slavery in the Territory. He abolishes 

the institution of slavery; that is Abolitionism, 
is it not?) What other gentleman upon this flocr, 
professing to be conservative, will come up here, 
with an open face, and propose the abolition of 
slavery? This is, practically, Abolitionism, and 
he cannot escape the conclusion. 

The gentleman further remarks, that he antici- 
ated, as a consequence of the passage of the Ne- 
raska-Kansas bill, that contention would occur 

in the Territories in regard toslavery. He alludes 
to the recent election, as Delegate, of Mr. Whit- 
field, and asks how it has been brought about? 
He contends that it has been brought about by 
the people of western Missouri going there and 
voting against law and order. 

Mr. MACE, (interrupting.) I simply stated 
upon that point, because I was unwilling to make 
the charge, that what I said was from newspaper 
rumors, which I did not vouch for. 

Mr. OLIVER. ~ Yes, sir; then the gentleman 
undertakes here in the Hall of the House of 
Representatives, upon mere newspaper rumor, to 
prefer a charge which in its tendency is calculated 
to some extent to injure the persons to whom it 
relates, that the people of Missouri have interfered 
in the election of Kansas in a manner not in 
accordance with law and order, for the —- 
of assisting in the election of Mr. Whitfield. And 
the gentleman further stated, as I understood him, 
that this organization was headed by a distin- 
guished man in Missouri. To whom did the 
gentleman refer? 

Mr. MACE. I referred to the same gentleman 
who has been referred to as such in the news- 
pes all over the country—Senator Arcui:on. 

r. OLIVER. Then the gentleman from 
Indiana, upon no other evidence than mere news- 
paper rumor, here in this House, with his char- 
acter as a tative upon this floor, with 
all the sanctity which that character can give the 
ch states that General Arcuison was en- 
gnees in of ing law and order in 

e Territory of Kansas. Sir, General Arcuison 
is incapable of such work. Those who know him 
well, know that he is utterly incapable of such 
work; and where he is mene there is no neces- 

i id by me in vindication 
any such aspersion. I leave 
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| the best vindicator, in reference to charges such 
/as the gentleman from Indiana has preferred 
| against him. 

How stands the case with regard to the people 
of Missouri? The gentleman has preferred bia 
|charges against them upon mere newspaper 
rumors. Suppose it were so; suppose the charges 
were well founded, what of it then? Who set the 
first example of organization for the purpose of 
| controlling the subject of slavery in the Territory 
of Kansas? Where did we first get the example 
| of an organization of hirelings, of men bought up 
and sent out to Kansas upon one idea? And for 
what purpose? To prevent slavery from being 
established in that Territory. Where did the plan 
find its origin? In the South? No, sir; in the 
North and East. In that portion of the country 
which my honorable friend. from Indiana has the 
honor, in part, to represent. A northern organ- 
ization—an emigration society—was formed in the 
North, and [ believe an honorable member of this 
House was made its president. 
| Several Mempers. Whoishe? Name him! 
| Mr. OLIVER. No, sir, | will not call his 
| name, but I understand the president of that so- 
ciety is a member of this House. And how was 
that soeiety organized? Upon what principles? 
For what purpose? My friend wed prom from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srernens,] suggests that the pres- 
ident of that emigration society was not only a 
member of this House, but that he was beaten in 
his own district in the recent election. Yes, sir, 
and badly beaten. Did the people of Massachu- 
setts put the seal of political death upon his patri- 
otic brow? But this society was formed upon 
| certain principles, and for a certain purpose, and 
that purpose was to prohibit slavery—to prevent 
its introduction into the Territory of Kansas. And 
how wasitto bedone? It was by getting men 
from the northern States to emigrate to Kansas 
with instructions from headquarters, from the 
| president of the emigration society and its founder, 
that they should resist the introduction of slavery 
into that Territory, at all events. Well, sir, these 
| men emigrated to Kansas, with what inducement? 
| Were they attracted thither by the grandeur of 
its scenery? By the fertility of its soil? By the 
| magnitude of its rivers? By the prospects which 
| it opened to industry and enterprise? Did the 
go there with the lawful purpose of becoming citi- 
| zens of the Territory merely? No! they went 
there actuated by one idea only, and that was op- 
| position to slavery. They went two thousand 
miles, and were furnished money to go there, for 
no purpose other than to vote against the intro- 
duction of slayery into Kansas. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I ask the gentleman from 
Missouri to yield for a single moment. 

Mr. OLIVER. For explanation, I will. 

Mr. ENGLISH. If I am correctly informed, 
| my colleague [Mr. Mace] himself was one of the 
| originators of that emigration society—one of the 
| pioneers in the cause. [Great laughter.) 

Mr. MACE. 1 must congratulate my honora- 

ble colleague as being a discoverer, second only to 
| Christopher Columbus, Why, sir, the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts—I will call him by 
name—{Mr. Goopricu,] myself, and sundry other 
vice presidents, organized this society immediately 
after the passage of the Nebraska bill. And we 
sent not only one circular, but a hundred thousand 
of them, throughout the North, for the simple 
purpose, and none other, of defeating the iniquity 
of the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. OLIVER. Then the honorable gentleman 
went ‘‘a wooling” and got fleeced. [Laughter.]} 
Well, sir, | am astonished. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Indiana admits that he was one of the 
vice presidents of that wonderful society, and I 
must acknowledge the truth of the statement since 
he makes it himself, though I would not have be- 
lieved it had it come from any other quarter. But 
how does it happen that the honorable gentleman 
and his eastern allies, who formed a society for 
the avowed and sole purpose, of throwing twenty 
thousand emigrants from the North into Kansas 
for no other purpose than to defeat slavery there, 
who have been in their holy work ever 
since the of the Kansas and Nebraska bill 
until the recent election, when they were over- 
whelmi and shamefully defeated, now comes 
into this House with alittle prohibition. [Laugh- 
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stand upon themselves as the best advocate, as || with his eastern o; 
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his name, his reputation, as a man of honor to || ter.) After he had been engaged in his ow 


nization for the pu oe 


| preventing slavery in Kansas, by the tne 


the sovereign rights of the leat the ballot. 
he now comes in with a little bill forever Ohi 


_ing slavery and involuntary servitude in the Tey. 


ritory. The gentleman thinks that, because he 
cannot get what he wants through his emi 
society, he will get it by prohibition. ‘That is hig 
last hope. At the last session the gentleman way 
no slavery agitator—one who reulk have nothing 
to do with the subject; who opposed the Nebraska 
and Kansas bill only because he would not Violate 
compacts, contracts, and compromises; it was tha 
which wounded his patriotic heart so much tha 
he could get no peace; he spoke only for the sake 
of compromises. But now, the true reason of the 
penile ’s ee to the Kansas and Ne. 

raska bill is developed, and that is o ition to 
slavery, and to the extension of that institution, 
When he finds that he cannot defeat it by means 
of this unusual and unheard of organization at the 
East—by belching forth into Kansas the surplys 
population of the eastern States, those who, for, 
few dollars, would peril life itself, and travel two 
thousand miles for the purpose of carrying out q 
visionary idea—when he is beaten in that scheme, 
he comes forward and proposes to. prohibit als. 
very forever in the Territory of Kansas! That 
pa conclusively, that his opposition to the 

ebraska bill was really instigated by his hos. 
| to the institution of slavery. 

r. Chairman, the scheme of emigration into 
Kansas, gotten up by northern gentlemen, naty- 
rally suggested to the southern people, acting upon 
the principle of self-defense and self-preservation, 
some counteractive policy. Was it, sir, to be 
expected that the people of Missouri—a State 
upon whose western border this Territory lies, and 
in sight of many of her people—would sit down 
quietly and fold their arms in a state of inaction, 
whilst this eastern emigration society was flood- 
ing the country with its emissaries for the sole 
purpose of excluding slavery from Kansas, and 
ultimately operating upon their institutions to their 
prejudice—surrounding them, as it were, with 
scorpions and fire, until they should be forced 
into subjection and acquiescence? And because 
the State of Missouri was aroused to her danger, 
and her people, awakened on this subject, mani- 
fested their solicitude in regard to it from consid- 
erations of self-preservation, is it to be imputed 
to them as a crime and dishonor? If any crime 
has been committed, it was committed by you, 
sir, [turning to Mr. Mace,] one of the vice pres- 
idents of the society that ted this foul 
enormity against your country, threatening to 
disturb its ee andharmony. Say not, then, of 
Missouri that she was guilty of any crime in 
seeking to counteract your ee by means at 
once honorable and commendable. 

Let me say just here, that | am happy to learn 
that the emigrants to Kansas from the State of 
Indiana voted for Whitfield. Yes, sir, the free- 
men from Indiana, who emigrated to Kansas, 
voted for Whitfield. What does that prove? 
Why, that they did not go there under the aus- 
pices of this eastern emigration society, but that 
they went there as proud freemen, as noble men 
—men of head and men of heart, men of spirit 
and men of soul, men who appreciate freedom 
and know the value of their sovereignty. 

The gentleman from Indiana remarked that the 
recently-elected Delegate from Kansas is from the 
State of Missouri. I am sorry the gentleman 
evinces so little acquaintance with the distin- 

ished men of our country, the places of their 

irth, and the positions they have recently occu- 
pied. Mr. Whitfield is from Tennessee. He 
was for some time a member of the Tennessee 


Legislature, but was inted Indian agent for 
Kansas, and has resided there ever since. He is 
not from Missouri. 


Mr. Chairntan, my object in rising was not to 
attempt to reply to all ine eaten taken by the 
gentleman from Indiana. My purpose was merely 
to reply to that portion of his remarks reflecting 
upon the people of the State which I have the 
honor, in part, to represent, and upon the char- 
acter of General Arcuison; and then to answer, 
as I have thus endeavored to do, some of the 
peareene which he assumed in regard to the 

ansas and Nebraska bill. 

In conclasion, I have thia to say to the geatle- 
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ae us last session that he was influenced 
man: He onsideration than that of Peace 
. datrue solicitude for the welfare and interests 
* the country. Let me invoke him, then, as an 
‘American Representative, if he really values the 
Union and equality of rights of these States, and 
he peace of the country, to put himself in that 
hi h position so creditable to him; to keep himself 
aa the influence of those lofty motives and to 
oat fat from him all that would be calculated to 
disturb that peace and to destroy the harmony of 
bis fellow-citizens in the different sections of the 
Confederacy. Should he determine to do that—as 
x« to be hoped by every friend of peace and order 
that he will—he will at once permit this. paper, 
roposing the eternal prohibition of slavery in Kan- 
gas, t0 sink into that death from which there is to 
be - waking forever, and leave the Territory, as it 
now is, to be governed and controlled by the free- 
men residing there, according to the provisions of 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill, and under the laws 
assed by the first local Legislature. When he 
bas done that, he will, in my judgment; have 
acted the part of a faithful patriot, a true-hearted 
American, a national Representative. But if he 
ersists in the course of prohibition, nothing but 
strife and contention can be anticipated. : 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Chair- 
man, when [ came into the Hall a few moments 
, the gentleman from Missouri, who has just 
taken his seat, seemed to be expressing consider- 
able surprise that an attempt should be made, or 
even stiggested, to restore the Missouri compro- 
mise. | supposed that it had been understood, 
upon all sides, at the last session—alike by gentle- 
men of all parties, and from every section of the 
Union—that an attempt would be made to restore 
the principle of the ordinance of 1787—of the Jef- 
fersonian ordinance of 1784, whenever there should 
be power to do it. Sir, let me say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that he must not be surprised, 
that he must not manifest any ees of disap- 
pointment if he shall find that, at the proper time, 
in the next Congress, earnest, sincere, and per- 
sistent attempts are made to carry out the pledge 
which was given to him, and to members gen- 
erally, by those gentlemen who stood with me in 
opposition to the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise last session, to restore that compromise; one 
by which the question of slavery was settled so far 
as the Louisiana purchase was concerned thirty- 
four years ago, and which had remained undis- 
turbed for that length of time. A year ago, 
however, it was disturbed and unsettled by the 
gentleman and his friends; and now he comes in 
here, and with beautiful coolness, complains that 
those who resisted that disturbance should give 
him notice that they are determined to restore what 
heand his friends so unnecessarily, without justi- 
fication and without good cause, took from us. 
Let me say to him, and to gentlemen generally, 
that the seatiment of the North is, in my judg- 
ment, almost unanimously in favor of early, prac- 
ical, and persevering efforts to restore the pro- 
visions and principles of the Missouri compromise 
lo the statute-book. And if he asks my authority 
for saying so, | refer him to the recent elections 
inthe North and Northwest. And I have no doubt 
that, in the next Congress, there will be a ma- 
jority here who will be able to make effective the 
will of the North in that regard, and the more so 
consideration of the recent exhibitions and 
manifestations of the doctrine of popular sover- 
Re! as practically applied in the case of 
ansas. 


Sir, we were told—and it was the great argument 
year by members in favor of the Nebraska 
bill—that it _ to the people residing in the Ter- 
tories, to the people having an interest there, the 
nght and the power to exercise judgment in re- 
gard to their own institutions. “And, whatever 
show of plausibility there was in the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, consisted in that argument, 
All the strength and all the popularity it had in 
the North was based on that ground, end none 
- We were told, too, by gentlemen that there 

Was no practical question involved; that slavery 
Would never go into Kansas or Nebraska— 
never. We were told so by the honorable gentle- 
man from North Carolina, ay. Reseta.t a the 
other anch of Co : e were told so, too, 
the distinguished from Massachusetts, 

t. Evererr,] who is not now a member of the 
ational Legislature. We were told so by gentle- 








tion. In the North, therefore, there was not, 


| men all around—that this was not a practical ques- | 


| 


| been given in favor of introducing slavery there. 
That is the effect of the election. Such is the || 


| 


i 
| 


| truth—that a large number of people have gone |. 





| statement, for though he does not actually state | 


thaps, so much agitation and so deep excite- 
aor fn the recent Gadde as there wal have || 
been if many of the citizens had not believed that |, 
there was some truth in these statements, sugges- || 
tions, and opinions of gentlemen in both Houses | 
of Congress. 

But what do we find now? We learn that in |, 
the very first election that has taken place in 
Kansas, that a large and overwhelming vote has || 


meaning of the recent vote in Kansas. If that 
was a result of the exercise of popular sovereignty, || 
let me say I do not so understand it. I have seen | 
in the newspapers, in letters published in the | 
newspapers—and which I believe contain the |, 
over from Missouri into Kansas, not with the 
intention of residing there, but simply for the 
urpose of voting, and then returning to the State || 
rom which they had gone. That is the first || 
commentary which we have—the first practical 
exposition—of the beautiful doctrine of popular || 
sovereignty! These individuals, living in Mis- || 
souri, not in Kansas, and not intending to reside || 
there, I have heard and believe, have gone over 
there in sufficient pumbers to have controlled the 
election in the Territory. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Missouri himself (Mr. Otrver] to | 
have, in substance, admitted the truth of this || 


that such was the case, he justifies the fact of 
these men going there on the ground that emigra- | 
tion societies were formed in the North to control | 
the political institutions of the Territory. If 
emigration societies have been formed for that | 
purpose, what justification does that give to the | 
citizens of Missouri to go there, not as emigrants, | 
but simply for the purpose of voting at the elec- || 
tion, and none other? Sir, nobody believes that || 
emigrants have gone from New England to Kansas | 
for such a purpose as that. 

Mr. OLIVER. The gentleman from Maine 
somewhat misrepresents me. I did not concede, |, 
nor did | intend to concede, directly or indirectly, | 
that any people have gone from Missouri to Kan- || 
sas for the purpose of aiding in controlling the | 
election, who did not intend to reside there per- | 
manently. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask thegentleman from 
Missouri whether or not, from information that |, 
he has received, he believes that many individuals | 
have gone from Missouri to Kansas to vote at the 

election, who have since returned and now reside 
in Missouri ? 

Mr. OLIVER. .I am not here to give credence || 
. vague newspaper reports, nor will I believe | 

em 


Mr. WASHBURN. Then I understand the 
tleman to say he does not believe the facts, as | 
VER. 








have sup them to exist? 1] 
Mr. OLI I have no evidence of the fact. | 
Mr. WASHBURN. [I ask the gentleman from | 
Missouri whether or not he believes the report. | 
He has qualified his answer by saying that he has | 
no evidence of its truth. I do not understand | 
him as meaning to say that he does not believe it. | 

Mr. OLIVER. I have no evidence, and con- | 
sequently do not believe it. 

Mr. WASHBURN . And consequently he does | 
not believe it! He has no evidence of the fact, | 
and therefore he does not believe it! Let me ask | 
the gentleman whether or not he has a suspicion || 

laughter) that itis true? 1 suspect,after all, Mr. | 

hairman, that the gentleman from Missouri does | 
not disagree very much with myself inthis regard, _ 
if I am to judge by the qualified manner in which | 
he has answered my question. I submit te the | 
House whether or not there can be much doubt in || 
the gentleman’s mind, or in the mind of any gen- | 
tleman here, that individuals have gone from the | 
State of Missouri into the Territory of Kansas, | 
solely for the 


of voting there, and for no || 


ur 
other reason ? ahenbet no stated publicly; and || 
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sand seven hundred votes were given in the recent 
election in Kansas—a number of votes implying 
a population of some fifteen thousand. Does any- 
body believe that Kansas contains a population of 
fifteen thousand? Does anybody believe that it 
contains ten thousand, or even half that number? 
No man in the country believes such a thing. It 
is evident, then, that a great many have gone and 
voted there, who were not settlers or inhabitants. 
It is evident and plain tomy mind that many have 
gone there from the neighboring State and voted 


| at the election. In fact, [ thought that my friend 


from Missouri admitted it when h* undertook to 

justify them for doing so, on the ground that emi- 
ration societies had been formed in New England 
or the purpose of sending settlers there. 

It seems to me that there is great difference be- 
tween going there, as so many men from Missouri 
have gone, for the purpose solely of voting, and 
going as the men from New York and New Eng- 
land have gone, under the patronage of the emi- 
gration society, or otherwise, for the purpose of 
settling there. No man, | imagine, will assume, 
or say that he believes that men have gone two or 
three thousand miles, from New York or New 
England to Kansas, solely for the purpose of 
voting or taking part in the government of the Ter- 


| ritory. Notatall! They have gone there for the 
| purpose of taking up their residence there and be- 


coming permanent and fixed settlers. And they, 
under this doctrine of popular sovereignty, are 
the parties who ought to exercise sovereignty, and 
not find themselves controlled by individuals com- 


|| ing in upon them from another State and exercis- 


ing the elective franchise, having no political or 
legal rights there, and thus breaking down their 
influence, destroying their sovereignty. If there 
was an emigration society in New England—as 
there was—its object was not to send men to 
Kansas simply to give their votes, but that they 
might become settlers and have the right to exer- 


| cise their sovereignty by living on the soil. It is 


unjust and wrong for men to go there, not as 
settlers, but simply for the purpose of defeating, 
by their votes, the will of these men who are 
really settlers, and who have gone there, whether 
with or without the aid of emigration societies, 
This state of facts which has transpired there 
in this last election will do more to nerve the 
North in her purpose of restoring the Missouri 
compromise than anything else could have done; 
because it will take from the friends of the Ne- 
braska bill in the North the last and the only 
argument which they had—namely, the argument 


| of popular sovereignty, and anewer, finally, and 


conclusively, the suggestion that slavery would 
never go there. Now the weakness of this argu- 
mentand the folly of this suggestion are trans- 
parent. Now, itis patent and Tegible to all men 
that the very author of this movement—as he 
claims Himself to be, [General Arcuisox])—does 
not believe in popular sovereignty at all, inasmuch 
as he would thus wrongfully and illegally out- 
number and overpower the suffrages of those who 
are the only sovereigns upon the Cass-Douglas 
hypothesis. 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask the gentleman from 
Maine how can he account for the fact that the 
Free-Soil candidate in Kansas only received two 
hundred and forty-eight votes, while Mr. Whit- 


| field received nearly one thousand four hundred 


votes ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Perhaps I cannot answer 
that question to the satisfaction of the gentleman. 
I am not very well advised in reference to the rea- 
sons operating upon those men who may be sup- 
posed to be opposed to the extension of slavery 
over the Térritory of Kanzas, I| believe, however, 
that the votes of the opponents of the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise were divided between two 
or three candidates, and that the aggregate num- 
ber was very much larger than that stated by the 
gentleman as given for one individual. I belicve, 
as it has been suggested to me, that a great many 
honest, quiet, modest men, Free-Soil men, who 
went there from the Nor'h, were prevented from 


y has contradicted thie statement. And it | voting by the manner in which the election was 


ean stated recently, as —_ been mer in | 
é€ paper ished in tleman’s own dis- | 
trict the A , I believe i ie-called—the organ | 


of General Arcutson, that such movement was to | 


be made. I ask the gentleman whether he has 


conducted, and by the fact that they were over- 
awed and bullied by individuals not residing in 
the Territory. 1 have heard that assigned as a 
reason for the result. I do not know that it ia 
correct, but I give it as the best information I have 


encore of that statement? I am informed | in reply to the question of the gentleman from 
18 


that suc: ecase. Atany rate, séme two thou- 


Missouri. In reference to the great vote given for 


rn es gym 
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Mr. Whitfield, I suppose it-can be accounted fo ‘| 1846 and 1847; which was referred to the Com- | 





December 14, 





A 


|| ask leave to introducea billmaking a propriat; ~s 
simply from the fact, that a large majority of the || mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be || for improving the harbors on Lakes Ontario Bin 
voters did not belong to Kansas, but across the | printed. | St. Clair, Huron, Superior, and Michigan.’ 
river, in Missouri. hat is the best answer | can 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
give the gentleman. ‘ 


] | Mr. FISH presented the memorial of the || 
I will not detain the committee by extended || Chamber of Commerce of New York, recommend- | 
remarks. I did not hear the speech of the gentle- | 


man from Indiana, [Mr. Mace,) and buta portion 


ing that an expedition be sent to the Polar sea, | 


for the purpose of affording relief to Commander | 


of that of the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. || Kane, his officers and crew; which was referred | 
Oxtver.}] It seemed to me that it was due to the || 9 the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


opponents of the repeal of the Missouri com- | Mr, SEWARD presented the petition of Par- | 
promise to have itunderstood here, that it was not | melia Slavin, praying to be allowed the pension 

their intention or purpose that that repeal should | «4 which her former husband, John Blue, was 

stand sacred and untouched, but that upon the || entitled; which was referred to the Committee on || 
earliest appropriate and practicable occasion, that || pensions. | 
measures would be taken to restore to freedom Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of the | 
her just rights in the republic, and also to make | register of the land office and receiver of public || 
the distinction clearly and easily to be made | moneys at Kaskaskia, Illinois, praying to be || 
between those individuals who went to Kansas || aliowed the same per centum on the sales of the 
from New England and other portions of the || yblic lands as was allowed previous to the act of | 
North and West, whether it was by the aid of August 4, 1854; and asked its reference to the 
emigration Sane or not, with iad ot of | Committee on Public Lands. This petition was 
remaining there as permanent setliers, and those || presented after the passage of the bill—as found 
citizens of Missouri, who went over there simply below—reported by Mr. Stuart from the Com- 
for the purpose of exercising an illegal and un- || mittee on Public ands; and Mr. Sruarr sug- || 


warrantable control over, and interference with, || cested that there would be no necessity to refer | 
their neighbors. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, obtained the | the petition to a committee. It was therefore | 


i ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr.GREENWOOD. Does the gentleman from 


Mr. SHIELDS also presented the petition of | 
Georgia desire to address the committee at this preter elle E aptes Copebeermmrmeding topes iy 
time? 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Not this evening. 


| Also, the petition of the administrator de bonis 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I move, then, that the | 





| 
| 


non of William Brent, an officer in the war of 
cominitiee rise. 


the Revolution, praying to be allowed the commu- | 
: j tation pay t hick id B ; 

The question was taken, and the motion was pre AN RSet ay Be. Siren rs Pi ge 
agreed to. 


which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker | nM PRATT presented the petition of Charles | 
— ge per sini mrlges Teg mo ee eee || Reeder, praying compensation for services in 
of the Union had had under consideration the 


making experiments, under the direction of the 

; Secretary of t ion t ion || 

itinsot Gn Cehan generally, and particularly ecretary of the Navy, in relation to the explosion || 
House bi!l No. 55, being the Indian appropriation 


of steam-boilers; which was referred to the Com- 
. . mittee on Naval Affairs. 

bill, but had come to no conclusion thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. JAMES presented the memorial of Edward 
Harte, praying compensation for services ren- 
Mr. GREEN. from the Committeeon Enrolled | dered the Patent Office in 1852; which was re- | 
Bills, reported on correctly enrolled ** An act for | a to the Committee on Patents and the Patent || 
the better preservation of life and property in || Office. ns 
vessels iaortaked on the coasts of the United Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Su- | 
States;’’ which thereupon received the signature | 8200a H. Burnham, for herself and in behalf of | 
of the Speaker. the other heirs-at-law of Jeremiah Hill, an officer 
On motion by Mr. LETCHER, the House then || 2 the Army of the Revolution, praying to be |) 
adjourned, at ten minutes past three o’clock, till || allowed the commutation pay to which he was 
\| entitled; which was referred to the Committee on 


















orrow at twelve o’clock, m. t ; 
Sore 7 Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. EVANS presented the petition of Jane M. 
Rudulph, of Charleston, South Carolina, widow 
of Captain Thomas C. Rudalph, late a captain in 
the United States Revenue Service, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
I'rederick Zarracher, praying compensation for 
expenses incurred, and losses sustained, in enter- 
taining, by order of the United States Marshal, 
a posse of men, a large body of United States 
marines, and others, called out to aid in the execu- 
tion of the laws, during the Christiana riots in 
Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of H. R. 
Rooker, for herself and others, children of Jabez 
B. Rooker, praying compensation for the services 





| 
IN SENATE. | 

Tuurspay, December 14, 1854. | 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. NORRIS. I understand that before my | 
arrival here this session, | was appointed a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance. I am a mem- 
ber of two other committees, and havea good deal | 
to do on them. I therefore respectfully ask the | 
Senate to excuse me from serving on the Cum- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. Norais was excused, and the vacancy was 
ordered to be filled by the President. 

Under a resolution passed by the Senate, at 


on sesty Sc teed ae Sasaieates || of her father, a clerk to the Commissioner of Pub- 


; : lic Buildings; which was referred to the Commit- 
tempore was authorized to fill the vacancies. In| B85 
accordance with that resolution the following | too on Clase. 
appointments have been made: || PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
Committee on Finance—Mr. Toucey and Mr. On motion by Mr. CLAY, it was 
Srvarr. Ordered, That Ann Timmens have leave to withdraw 
Committee on Claims—Mr. Bratverp. her petition and papers. 
Committee on Roads and Canals—Mr. Warxer. || On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 
Committee on the District of Colunbia—Mr. Ordered, That J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy and | 
Brown. Hugh Stewart, have leave to withdraw his petition and 
Committee on Terrilories—Mr. Coorer. ee 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad—Mr. Rew | On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 
end Mr, Foer, ae cient f Daniel Nitpee, on the files of the raean oa 8 
o nie 1 > 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. cae anaes Mees oe 


. referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 
a communication from the Secretary of | Ordered, That Duncan L. Clinch have leave to withdraw 
War, transmitting the report of the board of offi- | bis petition and papers. 
i to examine claims contracted in IMPROVEMENT OF HARBORS. 


cers 
California under Lieutenant Colonel Frémont, in Mr. STUART gave notice of his intention to 
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BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHIELDS, in pursuance of previous No» 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce » bill 
to provide for the erection of a marine hospital y 
Galena, in the State of Illinois; which was Tead q 
first and second time by its title, and referred ty 
the Committee on Commerce. 


SITES FOR CUSTOM-HOUSES, 

_ Mr. CHASE submitted the following regoly. 
tion; which was considered by unanimous congen, 
and agreed to: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be dij 
to inform the Senate what sites have been selecteg 
purchased for custom-houses, and a marine hospital jg 

Ohio, under authority vested in him by the act of Congress 
passed at the last session ; and if no sites have been pur. 
chased, the reasons which have prevented it. 


HOSPITAL MONEY. 
Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reg. 


| lution; which was considered by unanimous cop. 
| sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directeg 
to consider the expediency of abolishing, by law, the ey. 
action of twenty cents from the monthly wages of the sea. 
men in the merchant service of the United States, and of 
boatmen in the western waters, constituting what is caileq 
hospital money, so that when sick or disabled they may 
enjoy their present privileges at the marine hospitals wip. 
out the present tax. 


CHEROKEE TREATIES. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res. 


| olution; which was considered by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to: 


Resolve’, That the Attorney General of the United States 
be required to examine the records of the different boards 
of commissioners appointed under the seventeenth article 
of the Cherokee treaty of 1835-°36, to adjudicate claims 
arising under or provided for in the several artieles of said 
treaty, and report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, 
whether their decisions On reservations granted under the 
treaties of 1817 and 1819 were in confurmity to the terms 
upon which they were granted, and what kind of removal 
by the heads of families from said reservations was requi- 
site to cause the right to revert to the United States ; aiso, 
whether anything remains to be done by the United States 
to comply, in good faith, with her obligations to the reservees 
under said treaties. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had passed the following joint 
resolution and bills: 

Joint resolution to modify or change the original 
plan of the custom-house at New Orleans; 

Bill to change the name of the American-built 
brig Como to that of Jehossee, and to grant hera 
new register; 

Bill to repeal the act for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Samuel Prioleau, deceased; and 

Senate bill to authorize the issue of patents to 
land in any State or Territory in certain cases, 
with an amendment, in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested, 


BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
had signed a joint resolation for the relief of the 
children of Captain Thomas Porter, deceased; & 
bill for the relief of Isaac M. Sigler, of Putnam 
county, Indiana; and a bill for the better preser- 
vation of life and property from vessels ship- 
wrecked on thecoasts of the United States; which 
were thereupon signed by the President pro lem 
pore. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
repeal an act for the relief of the legal represent 
tives of Samuel Prioleau, deceased, was read & 
first and second time by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. _ 

The bill to e the name of the American- 
built brig Como to that of Jehossee, and to grant 
her a new register, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 0” 
Commerce. 


COMPENSATION OF LAND OFFICERS. 


Mr. STUART. I am instructed by the Com 
mittee on Public Lands to report ‘‘a bill tom 
crease the compensation of the registers of la 
offices and receivers of the public moneys, under 
the act entitled ‘an act to graduate and reduce hie 
price of public lands to actual settlers and cult 
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oat 

iti the subject have been presented by 

en oa site to the anette and the 

sa in its provisions, is recommended by the 
os ment of the Interior, as also by the Com- 
Deparime of Pabli¢ Lands. I therefore ask the | 
nal to consider it at this time. I think it isa 
sill 0 which there can be no objection. 
The bill was read twice, by unanimous consent, | 

4 considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
spent to give each register and receiver the | 
eA amount of pay for each entry of land under I] 
the act of 1854, as he is by law entitled to receive | 
for similar entries of land at the minimum price of 
| 95 per acre; but the whole amount received | 
‘anually is in no case to exceed the limitation | 

xed by existing laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate veen 
ent. 
wen ASE. I should like to hear the hon- | 
orable Senator from Michigan explain the effect of | 
this bill upon the present system. j 
Mr. STUART. I will state, Mr. President, as | 
the Senator probably did not hear me before, that | 
the last Congress, as is known to Senators, passed 
an act to reduce and graduate the price of public | 
lands to actual settlers and cultivators. That 
duation rans down, in given instances, as low 
ts twelve-and-a-half cents per acre. The law 
fixing the compensation of receivers and registers | 
remains the same, and that compensation is acom- | 
mission of one per cent.; so that in the given case 
an oficer would receive one tenth of what he now | 
receives upon an entry on land at $1 25 per acre. | 
The Secretary of the Interior, adopting the views | 
of the Commissioner of the Land Office, recom- | 








mends that the amount of compensation under || 


that bill be the same as under the existing laws, 


and this bill carries out that recommendation. || 


The committee are unanimous in reporting it, and 

| believe it is entirely correct. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 

reading, and was read a third time and passed. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY DISTRICT. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred House bill 
allowing the further time of two years to those 
holding lands by entries in the Virginia military | 
district in Ohio, which were made prior to the first 
of January 1852, to have the same surveyed and 
patented; reported it back without amendment, | 
recommended its passage, and asked for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of | 
the Whole, pooneets to consider the bill, and no | 
amendment being proposed, it was reported to the 
Senate, ordered toa third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 

LAND PATENTS. 


_The PRESIDENT. The Senate bill to author- 
ize the issue of patents to land in any State or | 
Territory in certain cases, has passed the House | 
with an amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment, . 

The bill, as it passed the Senate, proposed to | 
direct that, in case of any claim to land in any | 
State or Territory which has heretofore been con- | 
firmed by law, and in which no provision is made | 
by the confirmatory statute fur the issue of patents, | 
itshould be lawful, where surveys of the lands | 
have been, or may hereafter be, made, to issue 
patents to claims so preferred, upon presentation | 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
of plats of the survey duly approved by the sur- 
= general of any State or Territory. 

¢ amendment of the House was to add atthe 
end, “if the same be found correct by the said 
commissioner. ’? 
he amendment was agreed to. 
DON JUAN JESUS VIGIL. 


On motion by Mr. GEYER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
¢ joint resolution from the House of Represent- | 
ttives, for the settlement of the claim of Don Juan | 
Jesus Vigil, of New Mexico. 
It is intended to authorize the Secretary of War | 
vue to be audited the claim of Don Juan Jesus | 
en for a flock of sheep seized from him by a | 
tachment of troops in the servite of the United 
“ates, in January, 1847, and to make compensa- | 
ton to him for so many of the sheep as may have | 
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Ordered, That whea the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 











been used by the troops, or were lost to the owner 

in consequence of ihe seizure; but the whole | meet on Monday next. 

amount of compensation allowed is not to exceed JOSEPH GIDEON. 

nine thousand dollars; and the justice and equity || Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask leave to refer the 

of the allowance is to be established to the satis- || petition and papers of Joseph Gideon to the Com- 

faction of the auditing officer and the Secretary of || mittee on Naval Affairs; and in order that I ma 

War. : . _ || comply with the rules, | make this statement. x 
The claimant, pursuing his lawful occupation, || bill for his relief passed the Senate at the last ses- 

was engaged in removing a large lot of sheep from || sion, went to the House, and was ordered to lie 


Red river to Moro creek, in New Mexico, where '| on the table there. Now, if I can have the pers 
they were met by a detachment of United States 1] referred, l want to have it done for my end 


ae which had been detailed for that purpose || Can it be done, sir, under the rules? 

by Lieutenant C. Oxley, of the second regiment | The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator state the 

of Missouri mounted volunteers, who seized the || facts again? 

entire drove of sheep, made the herdsmen prison- || Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The bill passed the 

ers, and carried the whole into Las Vegas, where | Senate. It went to the House, and upon motion 
|| there, was ordered to lie upon the table. It is now 





the herdsmen were detained, and the sheep dis- 


persed, or converted to the subsistence of the || upon the table in the House. I ask leave to have 
troops, (about two hundred in number.) At the | jt withdrawn from the files, and referred to the 
end of eleven days the herdsmen were liberated, || Committee on Naval Affairs here. There was a 
and such portions of the sheep as could be found || mistake in relation to it. I want to keep within 
were restored to them; on recounting which, it || the rule if I can. 
appeared that there had been used by the troops, || The PRESIDENT. The Senator might in- 
or were dispersed and lost in consequence of the | troduce a resolution asking the House to return 
seizure and conversion, upwards of four thousand || the bill. 

head. The statements of the officers show that | Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I make the motion that 
the seizure and capture were made in consequence | the House be requested to withdraw from their files, 
of an erroneous suspicion that the sheep were in- || and return to the Senate, the papers in the case of 
tended for the supply of the enemy, then in a state || Joseph Gideon. 

of insurrection at Taos. But it is shown that, not || The motion was agreed to. 

only was the suspicion wrong as regarded the des- || OH w 
tination of the sheep, but that the owner of them 1 Sp PEA We 


had been constantly friendly to the United States, | Mr. SEBASTIAN. On examining the Calen- 
and particularly to Governor Brent and others, | 4a, I find on the orders a bill which I think was 
who had been massacred at Taos. | disposed of at the last session. It is a bill for the 


It is not according t > the custom of modern war- || relief of John Shaw. If my recollection serves 
fare that private property should be subject to || me right, it was disposed of. It isa small bill, 
seizure without compensation, and the United || #ppropriating $1,000 for services in 1828. 

States recognized this principle in the late war| The PRESIDENT. The Secretary reports 
with Mexico, even in those parts of the enemy’s || ‘hat it is yet with the committee. 

country that continued in arms after our troops |, _ Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is on the Calendar, and 
had possession of them. The Territory of New || therefore must have been reported. It was re- 
Mexico was, however, peculiarly situated. It || ported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
had been, from the commencement of the war, an | 18 now on the Calendar. [ move that the Senate 


| against them as far as possible. 


object of the Government to gain the good will 
of the people there, and to avoid active warfare 
This is shown 
in the instructions and dispatches issued to Gen- 
eral Kearny, and other officers who commanded 
there, and who were directed to, and did, in their 
proclamations, assure the inhabitants of the be- 
nevolent intent of our Government toward them, 
and that it would respect both the persons and 
property of all who should not take up arms 
against the United States. -Itis believed that these 
promises, and the consequent general submission 
of the Territory to the United States, constituted 
an engagement on the part of our Government to 
observe strictly towards those people the rule of 
non-spoliation of private property—a rule which 
is voluntarily observed in those parts of Mexico 
that were occupied by the commands of Generals 
Scott and Taylor. 

This claim was are presented to the Sec- 
retary of War, who readily perceived and ac- 
knowledged its justice, but could not settle it for 
want of authority to do so, and an appropriation 
for that purpose. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time, and passed. 

NEW ORLEANS CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to modify or change the original plan 
of the custom-house at New Orleans, was read 


twice. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senate will con- 
sider and pass that resolution at this time. I will 
state, for the information of the Senate, that it 
passed the House at the instance of the Secretary 
of the Treasu 


the building, it would be n to make the 
superstructure of iron instead of marble. 1 pre- 


sume there can be no objection to seniieg me 
e 


matter to the discretion of the Secretary o 
Treasury. 

The joint resolution was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and, no amendment being 
proposed, it was reported to the Senate, ordered 





| tained. He lived then at St. Louis. 


| was made to cover 
| it appears, from the official letter of the Indian 
0 


. The architects reported that, in | 
consequence of the sinking of the foundation of | 


proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
| in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider it. 

It proposes to pay to John Shaw, of Wisconsin, 
$1,000, in payment for his travel, attendance, and 
service as interpreter, upon a trial of certain 
| Winnebago Indians, in 1828, before Hon. James 

Duane Doty, at Prairie du Chien. 

In 1828, a special term of the circuit court of 
the United States was held at Prairje du Chien, 
by ion. James Duane Doty, as the additional 

| judge of the Territory of Michigan, for the trile 
| of some Winnebago Indians for the murder of 
| citizens of the United States. Under orders from 
| the War Department, Mr. John Scott was sent a 
| distance of five hundred miles, to prosecute the 
| case, and otherwise represent the United States. 
| He found it necessary to procure an interpreter. 





Several who could only interpret the Winnebago 
language into French, were tried and discharged ; 
but as it was n to get an interpreter who 
understood the Winnebago, French, and English 
languages, the services of Mr. Shaw were ob- 
During the 
trial, he performed that service satisfactorily to 
the court, and the attorneys both for the United 
States and the Indians. He claims now for his 
services, and travel, and attendance, $1,000. The 
| committee think it not unreasonable. The judge 


| of the court thinks his services were worth that 





|, amount, being the same allowed as extra compen- 


| sation to the emia A special appropriation 
e expenses of the trial, but 


| office, where the claims were audited, that Mr. 
Shaw has never either been paid or claimed the 
— ee bs he bit 
o amendment being proposed, the bill waa 
| reported to the Genesee and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, It was read a third 
time, passed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill to provide 
for the extinguishment of the title of the Chippewa 


to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. Indians to lands owned and claimed by them in 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


the Territory of Minnesota and the State of Wis- 
consin, and for their domestication and civiliza- 
tion. It has passed the House, and has 
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fore been considered in the Senate. There was, 
then, however, some objection to it, which I now 
understand is removed. 


Cormmittee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

It proposes to authorize the President to cause 
negotiations to be entered into with the Chippewa 


Indians, for the extinguishment of their title to all 


the lands owned and claimed by them in the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota and State of Wisconsin. The 


treaties are to contain the following provisions, | 
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a reéxamination to the petition, and [ ask the | 


sc ; _ || unanimous consent of the House that it may be 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in || 


again referred to that committee. I make this 


| request with the consent of the chairman of the 


and such others as may be requisite and proper | 


to carry them into effect: 

First, Granting to each head of a family in fee- 
simple a reservation of eighty acres of land, to be 
selected in the territory ceded, so soon as surveys 
shall be completed, by those entitled, which res- 


ervation shall be patented by the President of the || 


United States, and the patent shall expressly de- | 


clare that the lands shall not be alienated or leased 
by the reservees, or their heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives, until otherwise ordered by Congress, 


and no change of location shall be made without | 


the assent of the President of the United States. 
Second. The annuities to which the Indians are 
entitled under existing treaties, with the consent 


of the Indians, together with such as may be | 


allowed them for the cession or cessions under the 
provisions of the act, shall be equally distributed 
and paid them at their villages or settlements 
within the limits of the ceded territory; but the 
President shall be invested with power to cause 


the annuities to be commuted, from time to time, | 


for such articles of goods, provisions, stock, cattle, 


implements of agriculture, the clearing and fencing | wae | 


of land, and the erection of buildings and other 
improvements, as in his discretion will conduce 


most to promote their comfort, civilization, and | 


permanent welfare. 


to the Indians shall be extended to and enjoyed b 
the mixed bloods belonging to or connected wit 
the tribe, and who shall permanently reside on the 
ceded lands. 

Fourth. The laws of the United States and the 
Territory of Minnesota shall be extended over 
the Chippewa territory whenever it may be ceded, 
and the same shall cease to be *“ Indian country,” 
except that the lands reserved to the Indians, or 
other property owned by them, shall be exempt 
from taxation and execution, and the act passed 
June 30, 1834, ‘* to regulate trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes,’’ &c., shall be inoperative 
over the ceded territory, except the twentieth sec- 
tion, which prohibits the introduction and sale of 
spirituous liquors to Indians. 

Fifth. The President shall have power to pre- 
scribe and enforce such rules and regulations, not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the bill, as he 


may deem necessary for the effectual execution of |, 


the purposes of the act, which rules and regula- 
tions shall be annually reported to Congress. 

For the purpose of defraying the expenses of 
the negotiatioas, the sum of $10,000 is proposed 
to be appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. It 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.’ 
Tuurspay, December 14, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. WHEELER, on leave, introduced a me- 
morial from the Chamber of Commerce of the city 
of New York, praying Congress to take some 
measures to rescue Dr. Kane and his associates 
from the peril and danger to which they were ex- 
posed in the expedition to the Polar seas, in which 
they had embarked for the relief of Commodore 
Franklin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

' DUDLEY F. HOLT. 


‘Mr. BANKS. The petition of Dudley F. Holt, 
for a pension, was referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, and, under the rule adopted by | Mr. 
u 


the committee, was upon adversely. 





committee. 
There being no objection, it waa so ordered. 
MILITARY CONTRIBUTION FUND. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, by unanimous | 
consent, intfoduced the following resolution: 


| 
| 


| 
| 


December 14 
| understand that the committee are willing to give | The SPEAKER. ee ae 


Mr. KERR. I move, then, to amend by ; 
serting three hours instead of one. oe 
Mr. HOUSTON. If gentlemen all around will 
agree to it, 1 am perfectly willing to make jt t, 
hours, and will so modify my resolution. n 
Mr. KERR. That will do. 
The modification of the resolution was acce 
_Mr. HAMILTON. I move the previous ques. 
tion. : 
The previous question was seconded, and th, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- |, main question was ordered to be now put. 


structed to inquire into the expediency of so extending the 
provisions of the act of Congress of 3d March, 1849, legal- 
izing the collection and expenditure of the military contri- 
bution fund levied in Mexico, asto authorize the Secretary 


, of War to pay out of that fund thus appropriated, the same 


| adopted. | 
| 




















rate of compensation to those employed in its settlement in 
the civil bureaus, as to those already paidin the military. 


The question was taken; and the resolution was 


THOMAS HURST. 


Mr. JAMES C. ALLEN, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced the following bill; which was 


| 
' 


|| by which the resolution was passed, and to 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
draw my call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was then taken, and the resoly. 
tion, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the Vote 


I now with. 


| 
the motion to reconsider. upon the table; whig 
latter motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the motic, 
of Mr. Houston, it was put and agreed to, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into th. 


read a first and second time by its title, and | Committee of the Whole on the state of thy 


referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Hurst, a sergeant 
in the marine corps. 
LIGHT-HOUSE ON CAPE RACE. | 
Mr. CUTTING, by unanimous consent, intro- | 


duced the following joint resolution; which was || 
/ read a first and second time by its title, and || 


referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Joint resolution authorizing the President of | 
the United States to adopt measures to procure | 
the erection of a first-class light-house on Cape | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was here received from the Senate, 


| ., their Secretary, in- | 
Third. All the benefits and privileges granted | er Aeneas Shontes, an ena 


forming the House that the Senate had passed a | 


bill of the House (No. 325) “for the relief of || 

James 8S. Graham and Walter H: Finnall. Also, || 
| that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
| titles: 


An act for the relief of Israel Ketcham; and 
An act for the relief of Isaac Swain. > 
In which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 
MONUMENT TO GENERAL WAYNE. 
On motion by Mr. PECKHAM, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims | 


| be discharged from the further consideration of the petition | 
| of citizens of Fort Wayne, Indiana, asking money to assist | 


in the erection of a monument at that place, in commemo- | 
ration of the services of General Wayne, and that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMOS KNAPP. 


On motion by Mr. CARPENTER, it was 


Ordered, That Senate bill (No. 193) for the relief of | 
Amos Knapp be re-referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ’ 


INVALID PENSIONS. 


On motion by Mr. FAULKNER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill of the 
House to provide for the allowance of invalid pensions to 
certain volunteers in the Indian wars in Oregon Territory, 
— the same be referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


TERMINATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. If there are no reports from 
committees to come in, I desire to move that the | 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the ere of taking up | 
the general appropriation bills. 

But before I make that motion, however, I wish | 
to say, as there are other appropriation bills ready | 
to be taken up for consideration, I will, if the 
House indulge me, move to take them up as soon 
as the one now under consideration shall have | 
been disposed of. I now move the usual resolu- | 
tion, to terminate debate upon the present bill in | 
one hour after the committee shall have again re- | 
sumed its consideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Upon that motion I ask 
for tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 call for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

LERR. Is it in order to amend the reso- 


tion? 





| 
| 
{ 
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Union, (Mr. Cuanp.er in the chair.) 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Whenthe committee rose, 
it,had under consideration the Indian appropyi. 
ation bill, on which the gentleman from Georgi 
{[Mr. Sreruens] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman, in takine 
the floor on this occasion, it was not my purpose, 
nor is it my purpose now, to reopen or go intos 
discussion of the general merits of the Kansas. 
Nebraska bill which was passed at the last session 
of Congress. The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
Mace] came forward on yesterday, ahd, in a very 
formal manner, announced the determination, for 
the future, of the opponents to that measure. Re- 
peal is their policy. Prohibition of slavery is again 
to be put upon Kansas and Nebraska. I con- 
sidered the merits of the question as settled at the 
last session. I consider them as settled now. Rev- 
olution never goes backwards—always forward, 
Theargument in and out of Congress, and through. 
out the Union, on the great movement made by 
the National Legislature on this question, was then 
conclusive, and, by the passage of that bill we 
took a grand step in that progress which charac- 
terizes this age. There never will be any back- 
ward movement in this matter—at least in my 
opinion. Ihave no apprehensions on that score; 
and I repeat, that I do not rise for the purpose of 
opening, or again canvassing, the merits of the 

ebraska-Kansas bill. But the gentleman from 
Indiana gave utterance to some remarks to which 
I deem some reply proper. He seemed to think 
and argue that the late elections at the North con- 
clusively showed that the public sentiment there, 
by the late elections, had passed the sentence of 
public condemnafion on the bill referred to, and 
demanded its immediate repeal. Ele spoke of that 
as a fixed fact. The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Wasuevury,] who succeeded him in the discussion, 
indulged in the same line of argument. Now, |! 
wish to state to these gentlemen, to this commit- 
tee, and the country, that I draw no such inference 
from the late elections. It is true that the results 
were very astonishing to some, though not tome, 
and took many men, in and out of power, by sur- 

rise. 
I ask the honorable gentleman from Indians 
how he reaches the conclusion that these elections 
set the seal of the public condemnation upon the 
friends of the great movement of the last session’ 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that there was no maa 
more zealous in his opposition to the bill thea 
pene not even excepting the gentleman from 

ndiana himself, than yourself, and you will per- 
don me, sir, the illustration. Even you, sir, from 
the city of brotherly love, are no longer returned (0 
the seat which you have filled with so much abil- 
ity, and in which you have voted with me 0" 
mane mneciiene of public policy—always excep! 
ing thi peceree measure. Now, I ask the gen 
tleman from Indiana whether that is a proof yor 
the people of Philadelphia agree with him 9° 
with you, Mr. Chairman? | mightargue, follow’ 
ing his line, that this, your defeat, was the sel“ 
reprobation on your course. But, sir, the ("i 
is, your course on that bill, 1 take it, had but litte 
to do in your defeat one way or the other. Aga!” 
Mr. Chairman, my enepehia friend from another 
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j niet. it Pennsylvania, who sits to my right, | and the Nebraska candidate carried it by a large 
ais 


Vir. HresteR,] with whom I had a conversation 
+ the Jast session just previous to the passage of 
and who was quite as zealous in his op- | 
as you or the gentleman from Jndiana, || 


at tt ; 
the bill, 
Ce 


as also : agit , ‘ 
ones [| do not recollect the majority against him. 


ot attempted the Herculaneum excavating | 
an cccortaining the depths to which he has 
heen buried in this popular irruption—the ey 
against him I do not know, but it was decided. 
The gentleman from the first district of Pennsyl- 
ania, (Mr. Fuonence,] who voted and ardently 
. orted the measure, has been reélected. I also 
Fant the gentleman from the Berks district 
(Mr. Jones] has been again returned. Another | 
-entleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Packer,] and 
an sdvocate of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, has been 
returned. In fine, I find that some who have | 
yoted for it and some who have voted against it | 
have been returned to Congress. Why, sir, in 
Pennsylvania & gentleman ran for Governor who | 
was known to be opposed to the bill, anda gen- | 
tleman ran for Canal Commissioner on the opposite | 
ticket, and was known to be in favor of the | 
measure. The opponent of the bill was elected | 
by thirty-seven thousand majority, while its ad- | 
yoeate was elected Canal Commissioner by, I | 
believe, one hundred thousand majority. Now, 
what is to be legitimately inferred trom this state | 
of things? Certainly, not that the people of | 
Pennsylvania had put their seal of reprobation 
on Nebraska. I should infer that the Nebraska 
question had nothing or very little to do with the 
election—it was an element only in the canvass. 
Now, when.the gentleman wishes to appeal to the 
results of an election as evidence of anything, he | 
must admit that the question claimed to be decided ' 
by it ought to be the sole, leading, and paramount 
question in the canvass. If such be the case, | 
appeal can be made to the result. But when | 
you find a Nebraska man elected Canal Commis- 
sioner of Pennsylvania by one hundred thousand 
majority, and an anti-Nebraska man elected 
Governor by thirty-seven thousand majority, | 
it simply shows that this question could have 
had very little to do with the results. How was 
it in Massachusetts? There is the honorable 
gentleman from that State, [Mr. Goopricn,] 
who was alluded to yesterday in connection with | 
the gentleman from Indiana, as associated with | 
those who got up the Kansas and Nebraska Emi- 
gration Society. There is another, [Mr. Exror,] | 
who came here and took the lead in favor of the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law; and the gentleman 
who sits immediately in my rear, [Mr. Wattey,] 
who was distinguished in his opposition to the | 
bill—all were zealous in their opposition to the 
bill, all were candidates for reélection, and all were 
left athome. All, sir, fell before the destroying 
angel which came in the night, and they knew not 
whence the blow came. It certainly did not come | 
from the quarter to which the gentleman from | 
Indiana alludes; for if the anti-Nebraskaites struck | 
down such men as those to whom I have referred, 
they did not back their friends as we do ours 
down South. : 

Mr. Chairman, now let me turn to the State of 
Illinois. I allude to her with pleasure, for 1 be- | 
lieve there was not a single northern State where | 
the principles of the Nebraska bill were so openly 
and widely promulgated and considered, and so 
fairly represented and met as in that State. The 
distinguished Senator who had charge of the bill 
in the Senate, stood in the front of the battle, | 








never giving ground, never yielding an inch, and 
the distinguished and gallant gentleman upon this | 
floor, [Mr. Ricuanpson,] who had charge of it | 
ere, met the people of lilinois every where on its 
merits. [f there is a State north which may be 
appealed to as one where there was anythitfg like 
contest on the question, it was Illinois. And | 
what was the result? There were but three men 
from that State who voted for the Nebraska bill, | 
and now we have four Nebraska men from Illi- 
hois. It seems Nebraska gained strength by dis- 
cussion there. We had but three men before, and | 
how we have got four. * 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the | 
gentleman tell me what the popular vote of Illi- | 
hols was upon the Nebraska question? 
Mr. STEPHENS. The only test of the pop- 
ular vote in the entire State of illinois that I know | 
Upon that question, was upon the State treasurer, | 








been defeated in the canvass for reélec- | Illinois u 





















majority—three thousand majority, I have heard. 
In Congress, Nebraska gained one member. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. | must correct my friend | 

from Georgia in regard to the fact of the vote in 

n State treasurer. It is true that Mr. | 
Moore, the Nebraska man, was elected, I have | 
seen it stated, by about eighteen hundred majority. 
But it should be stated, in connection with that 
fact, that the man who ran against him—Mr. | 
Miller—was not known in the southern part of 
the State as a candidate, and was not voted for at 
all in that part of the State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose not. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. And I will say further, | 
that if Mr. Miller had received his party vote in | 
that part of the State where he was not known as | 
a candidate, he would have been elected by some | 
five or six thousand majority. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, 1 do not think | 
the people of Illinois could have been exceedingly | 
offended and outraged by this measure, if they 
did not take the trouble to have their candidates 
in opposition known. And yet, the gentleman | 
from Illinois wants to have us ions that if they | 
could only have had their candidates known, they 
would have been elected by five or six thousand 


maori , 

r. WASHBURNE. I will state to the gen- 
tleman that the candidate regularly nominated | 
declined, and the other candidate was brought out 
only a short time before the election. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then [I can only say that 
their candidate ran before the popular demonstra- | 
tion had got hold of him, [laughter;} and it only | 
shows that the first candidate saw the hand writ- | 
ing upon the wall, and was more prudent than the | 
last one. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With the permission 
of the gentleman from Georgia, I will make a sin- 

le correction. My colleague states that Mr. 
oore was elected treasurer of Illinois, because 
his opponent was not known as a candidate in the | 
southern part of the State. Sir, the facts are 
against my colleague. It is true that in some of 
the southern counties he received but few votes; 
but it is also true, that in all the counties he re- 
ceived some, so that it was known that Mr. Miller 
was a candidate in all the counties in the State. 

While I am up, I want to state the reason why 
the first candidate declined. He was nominated 
as the Republican, Fusion candidate, and was 
brought out by that party. And I hesitate not here 
to declare that if he had continued in the field he | 
would have been beaten by more than ten thou- | 
sand votes. But the candidate who was brought 
out at last was indorsed by all the leading Whigs 
in the State, as a sound, radical Whig. He was | 
run by the Whigs and supported by the Fusion- | 
ists, which accounts for his receiving as heavy a | 








vote as he did. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then the interruption of | 
the gentleman on my left,(Mr. Wasusurne,] after 
all, amounts to but very little. He says Moore 
was elected by eighteen hundred majority. That 
is quite enough for my purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. How much was Mr. 
Pierce’s majority? 

Mr. STEPHENS, It is not material to me 
what Mr. Pierce’s majority was. The popular | 
vote in lilinois at the recent election was in favor | 
of sustaining the principle of the Nebraska bill. | 
bat is my point. [ do not care whether the ma- | 
jority was eighteen hcndred, or five thousand, or 
eighteen thousand. I am willing to take it at 
eighteen hundred. I heard that it was three thou- 
sand. The gentleman has heard that it waseighteen | 
hundred; but the difference is immaterial. It is 
given up that a majority was in favor of the prin- | 
ciple of the Nebraska bill. So much for the pop- 
ular condemnation there. 

Now, then, take the State of New York—for I 
must be brief upon this point. There was but 
one candidate for Governor in that State who was 
oety and avowedly in favor of the of the 

ebraska bill. I mean Mr. Clark. New York 
gave but few votes upon this floor, for the bill. I 
think it is generally conceded, that if there is any 
State in the Union that is particularly unsound 
on this question, as gentlemen speak, it is New 
York. ell, sir, New York, with all its anti- 
slavery organizations; with its Syracuse conven- 
tion, where everything was done that could be 
done to rally the freemen of the North, as it was 










































ignation is a good one. 
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said; with its emigration society; with all this, 
how many votes did Mr. Clark get? Not more 
than one third of the votes of the State. Clark 

t one hundred and fifty-odd thousand votes; 

ymour got some three hundred less—one hun- 
dred and fifty-odd thousand votes; and Uliman 
and Bronson, together, received about the same 
number, one hundred and fifty-odd thousand 
more. So that, in the great State of New York, 
where this question was made preéminently a test, 
in the recent election, not one third of the votes 
of the State were given for the anti-Nebraska 
candidate. And yet the late election in New York 
is held up as a popular demonstration in opposi- 
tion to the principle of the Nebraska bill. Sir, no 
such conclusion can be drawn; and the same may 
be said in reference to the elections in Pennsylva- 
nia, in New Jersey, in Michigan, in Indiana; so 
far as furnishing any popular demonstration upon 
this subject, they amount to nothing. No person 
can draw any legitimate inference from them, in 
reference to this question. Some say it was the 
Know-Nothings; some say it was the Temperance 
men; and some say it was the anti-Nebraskaites, 
that caused the defeat. 

Sir, | am not prepared to say what it was that 
caused these, to some ple, so strange results. 
I am inclined to think that the man down in North 
Carolina was about right when he said it was 
General Malcontent that caused it. Some were 
discontented because of the appointments of ‘he 
President to office; some were discontented be- 
cause it was improper to send such a man as Mr. 
Soulé to Madrid; some were discontented be- 
cause it was wrong to send such a man as Mr. 
Belmont abroad; some were dissatisfied at the 
appointment of Mr. Vroom; some at Mr. Dix; 
some at the turning out of Bronson; some at the 
organization of the Cabinet—some at one thing 
and some at another. Some said one thing and 
someanother. There was general discontent and 
dissatisfaction—whether rightfully or wrongfully 

itis not my purpose now to discuss. But the 
Administration had pursued such a course as to 
make a large party of malcontents—men bent 
upon breaking up things—this class, the North 
Carolina man calls the ‘‘Ramshackles;’’ the des- 
Yes, sir, it was General 
Malcontent and the great party of the ‘“‘Ram- 
shackles’’ that triumphed at the North at the 
late elections, and not the anti-Nebraskaites. 
(Laughter. } 

But the gentleman ‘rom Indiana referred to the 
South. He said he wanted the members from the 
North to get on the same high stand that the Rep- 
resentatives of the South occupied. I suppose he 
intended what he said in this connection asa com- 

liment to the South, inasmuch as he wanted 
Cie people to occupy the same position; but, if I 
comprehend what n said, I do not receive it as a 
compliment. He said that southern members 
upon this floor first ascertained the wishes and 
then voted upon all questions as their constituents 
wished—that they would stand by the interests 
of their constituents and represent their wishes. 
Sir, I say to the gentleman that I think he is just 
as much mistaken in this as he was in reference 
to the popular elections of the North. I can 
speak, however, only for myself. It is not true 
that, in my course as a member of this House, I 
look solely to what my constituents wish. The 
first question that addresses itself to my mind is, 
whether any measure presented here is right? | 
send no letters home to know what they think 
there about it; I never have and never shall. [ 
consult my own judgment, and act accordingly. 
If I think a measure is right, that it is proper, 
that it is just, I vote for it; and if I do not, I vote 
against it. Upon the merits of every question I 
am responsible to my constituents; and when I 
go home to them, an intelligent and patriotic 
people, if they do not approve my conduct, they 
can send another in my place. Sir,! believe that 
that is the general position of southern men. 

But the gentleman says that when southern 
men’s measures are vetoed, they raise their voices 
in tones of thunder until they carry them. Sir, I 
do not believe there ever was a southern measure 
vetoed. I do not recollect one. The South has 
never asked anything from your Government that 
called for a veto. ere is the difference between 
us. The South asks but few favors from you. 
It is a class of gentlemen from the North who 
ask aid from the Government. Why, we never 
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come here in that attitude. 


Let me ask the gen- 


tleman when any measure from the South was | 


ever vetoed? when the South ever asked anything 
that required the exercise of the veto power ? 

jut the gentleman said that he admired the 
South, because * knowing their rights, they dared 
maintain them.’’ ‘That ] take as a compliment. 
And now, what is his position? Why, the South 
“knowing their rights, and daring to maintain 
them,’’ he would have the North to rise up and 
prevent her from getting her known and acknowl- 
edged rights! If we know our rights, and they 
are our rights, and we dare maintain them, why 
ought not the North, why ought not the genitle- 
man—I will not say the North—to grant us our 
rights! Have we ever asked anything but what 
was right? Now, I say, with all due respect to 
the gentleman, that the true position of the South 
is this: we “‘ ask nothing but what is right, and 
we submit to nothing that is wrong.’’ That is 
the position that the South has always occupied, 
as | remember her history. 

Now, sir, upon the subject of internal improve- 


ments which the gentleman alluded to, has the | 


South ever asked legislative aid in that particular? 
I do not speak now, sectionally, or against the 
North; but look at the whole history of our Gov- 
ernment. Who is it that is constantly appealing 
here for legislative aid and legislative patronage? 
Who ask for fishing bounties? Who ask for 
protection to navigation? Why, the people of 
the South, if they were permitted to use or employ 


foreign vessels in their coast trade, would be | 
greatiy benefited thereby. But American shipping | 


must be protected, and who is it that asks that 
protection, not only on shipping, but almost 
everything else? Who is it that wantsa duty 
upon coal? Who upon iron? Who upon woolen 
oods? Who upon shoes, hats, leather, cotton 
horlésuinwiey iat Why, it is the industrial 
interests of the North. Weof the South, it is 
true, sometimes grumble and complain; buat the 
great mejority of the people of the South have 
yielded to what they consider in some instances 


very heavy exactions, for the support of Govern- | 
But when did we ever come up and ask | 


ment, 
any aid from the Government of the United States? 
The constant prayer of the South to you has been 
to stny your aside: All that we ask of you is, 
keep your hands out of our pockets. 
that the South ask, and we do not get even that. 


It is true, sir, that in my own State we have asked | 


some little favors, but very few. Some years ago 
we asked that you should take the obstructions 
out of the mouth of the Savannah river—not ob- 
structions that nature put there, but that were put 


State, but by pubiic authority. 


ernment should remove those obstructions; but 
we have asked in vain for that. 
says that the Representatives of the North come | 
here and pass river and harbor bills, which are 
vetoed, and the wishes of their constitnents are 
thereby defeated. Well, sir, we have some rivers 


in the South quite as navigable as those in In- | 


diana; but when did Georgia, or South Carolina, 
or Virginia, or the South generally, come and ask 
Congress to clear out those rivers ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not going into a 
discussion of this question of internal improve- 
ments, or the constitutional power. I am going 
to address a plain, common-sense argument in 
reply to the gentleman from Indiana, who said | 
that when the South asked anything she got it, or | 
that when a southern measure was vetoed, the 
South thundered and thundered upon this floor, 
until she got what she wanted, while northern | 
meaeures were defeated by vetoes. I repeat, that | 
a southern measure has never been vetoed. But | 
how does the gentleman stand when hecomes here | 


and asks us, out of the public Treasury, to clean 


out the rivers in his State? I will state here, in | 


passing, that I believe Congress has the constitu- | 
tional power to clean out bors, and construct | 
ronds when it is necessary either for the collection 

of the public revenue, or for military purposes. I | 


ment of Boston harbor, as well as of various other 
harbors that I believed to be necessary for the col- 
lection of the revenue. I was also in favor of 
removing the obstructions in the mouth of the 


did what [ could last Congress to get the improve- 


Mississippi river. This is sufficient to show my | 


| Do we come here and ask aid of the General 


| Government? 


| 
| 


| 
| 


|| country. Georgia has paid not less than a million 
|| and a half of- dollars, as a duty on iron, into the 
1] 


That is all | 


'| section of the country. 
there during the revolutionary war, to keep out a | 
foreign fleet—put there, not by the citizens of the | 
It seems to us | 
nothing but right and just that the General Gov- | 


The gentleman | 


| to dispose of the public money in any such way, 
| 


| be admitted from Texas, ynless the people there 
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general position on this subject. Now, a few } 
words on the material matter alluded to by the || 
gentleman, the improvement of western rivers. 
In the State of Georgia, we have never asked | 
for any harbor improvements except for the re- |) 
moval of those obstructions at the mouth of the | 
Savannah river, and we never got that, as I have 

/ stated. We have never asked the General Gov- 
| ernment to clean out our rivers. But we have a | 
country of hill and valley, and we have to get to | 
/market with our products—for we grow some | 
things in Georgia for market, notwithstanding | 
that, in the opinion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, we are a Heaven-accursed, slavery-doomed || 


| land—we grow some products in Georgia, I say, || 


for market, and how do we get them to market? 


No, sir. Why, in my State, we 
have now upwards of a thousand miles of railroad 
in fall operation. How did we obtain it? We 
| took our surplus capital, and with it we bought 
| human labor, human energy, bone and sinew— | 
| we bought the strong arms of our own citizens, | 
as well as of foreigners,to come and dig down |! 
the hills and fill up the valleys, and lay down the || 
superstructure of our ratlroads—we bought the 
iron, when wecould get it, in thiscountry, and we 
wentabroad for it when we could not get it here, | 
and notwithstanding all that, when we brought |! 
our iron into the country, we had to pay duty upon | 
it to the General Government. Twenty millions | 
of dollars have been spent in Georgia in construct- | 
ing highways to our markets. That is the way | 
we got our thousand miles of railroad. So far || 
from coming here and receiving assistance from || 
the Government, we have actually had to pay a | 


| 


|| tax for the privilege of bringing our iron into the | ( 
A || and then call upon them, as loyal subjects, to acquiesce in 


| 


Treasury for the privilege of building her own 
works of internal improvement. Now, I would 
ask any candid man—l! would ask the gentleman 
| himself—if it is just, not only to tax Georgia for 





'| the privilege of constructing her highways, but | 


| then to take these very taxes that we have paid | 
to open rivers in Indiana? It does not strike me || 
| that that is very just. I am speaking now to men || 
| of common sense. I am not talking of what you || 
| can constitutionally do. Is it not an unjust abuse } 
of power to do it, even if yon have the power? || 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campsett] told || 
us, the other day, what the “ great West ”’ would || 
| do. I have a great respect for the great West, || 
| and I will do everything which I think right, and || 
| proper, and just, to develop the resources of that | 
I am willing, as I have || 
said, to open the mouth of the Mississippi, be- | 
cause the State of Louisiana cannot do it, and to || 
take the snags out of that greatriver. But when | 
I am appealed to to clear out every little river, and || 
open up every little harbor, and make works of || 
improvements throughout the country, or in any || 
section of it—I do not care which or what—barely || 
because the people of such section want it, and send |) 
men here to ask and vote for it, [ say it is unjust || 





|| 
and I shall not do it. 1 ask every man now, who } 
looks on these questions as he should, if it is not |) 
manifestly unjust? 


Now, the gentleman [Mr. Mace] says, in 


Missouri compromise, slavery had been prohib- 
ited north of 36° 30’, and that slavery was to exist 
south of 36° 30’. I wish to correct the gentle- 
man. The South has never asked that slavery 
should be extended this Government any 
where, south or north. 
of 1820 never established such a principle—never. 
The act of 1820, by which Missouri was to have 
come into the Union, but never did, prohibited the 
existence of slavery north of 36° 30’; but it said 
nothing at all on the subject south of that line. 
The South never asked such a guarantee. The 


E. 


|| might be permitted to settle 
all that we then asked; all that we asked 
all that we asked in the Nebraska bill, and what 


| we will ever maintain is, that the people in eye 
| Organized community, in every Territory, when 


| trusted in the Territories. 


| Nebraska against their wishes. 
| gentleman himself who wants to be master. (f 


b 
The Missouri compromiee || 





guarantee which the South has asked, arid which 
has been established in the passage of the Ne- 
braska bill, and which the South will never yield, 
was simply that the people on every foot of Amer- 
ican soil, north or south, east or west, shall, when 
they come to form their State constitution, do as 
~- pow upon the question of African slavery, 
and shall come into the Union either with or with- 
out it, as they shall then determine for themselves. 
The South does not ask you that a slave State shall 


a 


December ll, 
so determine. What we insisted on in tee Texes 
annexation resolutions was, that the people there 

ted this matter for them. 
And this is all the guarantee we secured. 


in 1850: 
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selves. 


they come to form their own institutions, shall do 
as they please in that respect, and come into the 
Union either with or without slavery, as they 
wish. I say, sir, that isthe southern doctrine; ang 
I say, also, that it is American doctrine. That jy 
what I mean by national doctrine. 

The gentleman [Mr. Mace} said yesterday he 


| was a national man. National! Why, sir, he 
_ is against his own section. Not only is he against 


the South, but he is against his own people. Ac. 
cording to his doctrine his own people cannot be 
He must be their 
guardian—a self-constituted protector. He says 
that members of Congress set up to be masters of 
their constituents, that they did not know what 
their constituents wanted, and that they came 
here last session to be their masters by voting for 
No, sir, it is the 


whom? Of hisown fellow citizens! He and the 
men who embrace his doctrine virtually say that 
when the people go from the North or South into 
a Territory they become unfit to govern them. 
selves. This is what the gentleman said about 
masters: 

‘¢The doctrine sought to be established now is this, that 
Wwe come up here as the masters of the people, that we 


come here not bound to consult with them at all, and that 
we may pass Jaws which we know they will disapprove of, 


our acts and cease their grumbling.’’ 


The gentleman says that that is what we do, I 
say to thegentleman, ‘‘thouart theman.”’ That 
is exactly what you do. Why does he offer his 
bill to abolish slavery in Kansas and Nebraska? 
because he says the people there will have it if 
we do not. Why does he then propose to pass a 
law for them which he knows they will disap- 
prove of, and then call on them as “‘ loyal subjects 
to acquiesce in our acts, and cease their grum- 
bling 7’? He says that when men go from Mas- 
sachusetts, or from Indiana, or from Illinois, or 
from Ohio, or from Georgia, and Bet over into the 
Territories, they shall not govern themselves as 
they please, but as we please. We, the Nebraska 
men, on the contrary, treat them as freemen, as 
our equals, and let them do as they please. Who, 
then, are the masters, or would-be-masters? | 
say, Sir, it is that class of men who set themeelves 
up as the only safe guardians, protectors, and law- 
makers for men who have no choice in their elec- 
tion, and to whom they are in no way responsible. 
Oh, but the gentleman says, pass this bill, say, by 
law, that slavery never shall go into these Terri- 
tories, and then the people can do just as they 
please, just as they did in Iowa, and can form 
State constitutions against slavery, as Towa did, 
and come into the Union as that State did. Why, 


sir, the gentleman’s idea of liberty on the part of 
the people to do as they please is very much likea 


that I heard told by the late Justice Me- 


stor 
Kistey, of the Supreme Court. The incident 
speaking of the Missouri compromise, that, by the || 


occurred in Lexington, Kentucky, I believe. A 
member of Congress from that State had given 
very much dissatisfaction to his constituents by 
some vote; and they went through the form of 
burning him in effigy. Accordingly they got up 
a torch-light procession to march to his house, 
and as they were going along with a great deal of 
* noise and some confusion,’’ some person on the 


_side-walk, not partaking of the feelings of the 


crowd, but believing it to be an outrage rather, 
whispered this opinion to a man next to him. 
One of the rowdies in the procession, who over 
head the remark, stepped up and said to bim, 
‘What is that you say?”’  ‘* You think that this 
is a great outrage,do you?” ‘ Yes, I do,” was 
theanswer. ‘ Then, sir,” replied his questioner, 
** | want to let you know that this is a free aoe 
try, and that we willdo as we d—d please, 0! 
you shan’t say nothing!” (Laughter.] That's 
ihe way the gentleman [Mr. Mace] would give 
freedom to the Territories. Oh, yes, he will ~~ 
ita free Territory. He will have his wey, "I 
the people there “‘shan’t say nothing.” He 
would give them precisely that sort of freedom 
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_ hich closes the mouths of freemen, That sort 
v iberty he would have which says to freemen, 
“You shall do as I please—it is a free country, it 
i true; but I will have my way, and you shall 
as ord. 
ae iain who would favor the introduction of 
.* { Laughter. } 
e Now, sir, the gentleman [Mr. Mace] yesterday 
‘iced the country, and notified the House that 
Nebraska never should come in as a slave State. 
This is plain and direct language. It presents the 
aque fairly. tis bringing up that question which 
hag been thrice settled by this country. And, 
without pretending to speak prophetically, I will 
venture the opinion, that if Nebraska comes here 
with a slavery constitution, she will be admitted; 
and thegreat body of these gentlemen who occup 
the position of the gentleman from Indiana, will 
be at that time buried so deep under popular con- 
Jemnation, that their voices against it will never 
reach the Capitol. A great national principle is 
involved in this question which the people of this 
country are not a going toignore. Nationdl men 
will be sent from the North as well as from the 
South. Men willbe sent to Congress who stand 
upon principles, and will not ** back and fill,’’ and 
be on one principle for one week, one month, and 
one moon, and upon another principle another 
week, and month, and moon. The gentleman’s 
principles do not set by him atwelve-month. And 
if he changes in the future as rapidly and radically 
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You shall not elect Whitfield, 
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will be or not, but this does not make the slightest 
difference in my vote. Men may indulge in what- 
ever oo they please. If Kansas should 
come here with a constitution excluding slavery, 
and ask admission into the Union as a State, 
while | am a member upon this floor, I shoula 
vote for her admission. At least that feature in 


j 


her constitution will not cause me to vote against } 


heradmission. I voted for the admission of lowa, 
and | have voted for the admission of every 
northern State, since I have occupied a seat upon 
this floor, when I have been in my place. I was 
not here when California was admitted, but I 
defended her admission. 

I want gentlemen from the North, and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, to understand the South, or 
at least the position of someof her Representatives. 


We stand upon principle. Wedo not advocate | 


a measure to-day, because it votes money into the | 


pockets of our constituents, or because it is 
favored by them or advances their interests, and 
then to-morrow array ourselves in opposition to 
it, because we think a different result follows from 
its operation, but we stand, particularly on this 
question, upon the fixed and immutable principles 
upon which the Constitution itself rests. In the | 
beginning, in the middle of our history, and up | 
to this time, there we have always stood. The | 
South, in 1820, maintained the principle thet a 

State has the right to come into the Union with | 
such institutions as she, republican in their char- 


|| star in magnitude as well as in brilliancy. 
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not permitting them to vote upon matters re- 
latng to their own government, while they are 
endeavoring to elevate the negro to the standard 
of the white man? You may degrade the white 
man, but you cannot raise the negro to the level 
you purpose. It is impessible. You have to 
reverse a law of nature first. Men may indulge 
| in philanthropic speculations as much as they 
| please, but here is the great immutable law of 
| nature, and they cannot avoid it. Iam not here 
to argue whether decrees of the Most Fligh are 
| right, wise, and just. Thereisa difference, a vast 


| tlemen willing to degrade their own race by 
| 
| 


|| difference, established by the Creator between the 


different races of men. For myself, | believe that 


| He who made us all is just, and that He made the 


white man as He made him, and that He made the 


negro as He made him—for wise and just pur- 
poses. Some vessels are made for honor and 
| some for dishonor; one star differeth from another 
I be- 
| lieve, too, that the system of government, as 
_ adopted by the South, defining the status or rela- 
| tion of these two races,is the best for both of 
them; and I am prepared to argue that question 
with the gentleman, here oranywhere. Take the 
| negroes in Indiana, take them in the North gen- 
| erally, and compare their condition with those of 
| the South. Take them in Africa; take them any- 
| where on the face of the habitable globe; and then 

take them in the southern States, and the negro 
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ashe has in the past, even he, if here, may yet || acter, might adopt. Missouri was denied admis- || oo of the South are better off, better fed, 
yote for her admission as a slave State. sion, and the South did reluctantly consent that || better clothed, better provided for, enjoy more 
t in some things 1 was surprised at the gentle- || slavery should be excluded north of 36° 30’, pro- | happiness, and a higher civi}ization, than the same ; 
C man’s speech yesterday; for I recollected very || vided Missouri should come in as she pleased. || race has ever enjoyed anywhere else on the face Es 
t weil the remarks he made with reference to this || But Missouri was again denied admission—she || of the world. Could Howard, the philanthropist, ap 
i Nebraska bill before it passed,and the amendment || did not come in under this act of 1820. I willnot, || who has left an undying fame for his deeds of Hab 
7 which he offered. I beg to call his attention and || however, go over this ground again now. The || humanity, have taken the same number of Africans tee 3 
the attention of the House to the report of his || North would not adhere to the principles of the || from their native country and raised them from ia 
I remarks—made on the 22d of May, the Saturday || act of 1820. When the strife of 1850 became in- || their barbarous condition to that of the slaves of ‘enh 
t before it passed : tolerable, when the ship of State seemed about to | the South, he would have added much to that Neat 
8 «Mr. Mace moved to insert in the first section ‘ and the || go down, and when southern men werestill stand- | stature of immortality which, in his day, he erected 1s 3, 
i Territorial Legislature shall have the power to admit or ex- || ing on deck with flag-staff in their hands appeal- | to himself. It would have greatly added to that Nabi at 
if ciuie slavery at auy time by law.” He said he offered the || ing to northern patriots to come to the rescue, || reputation, which now senciifies his memory in ie 
a amendment in good faith, and for the purpose of testing : - ‘ f 3 f 
tie sincerity of members from the western States, and || and stand nay the old platform, occupied by || the hearts and affections of mankind. Cie, 
more especially the sincerity of those of the delegation || them when the Missouri question arose—that is, || Look at the three millions of Africans as you aye 
x mm Indiana, who were to vote in favor of the bill. || the State-rights doctrine of letting each State settle || find them in the South; and where is the man so 
: <inamanl civ eugene be adopted, will my || this matter for itself—whether in accordance with || cold-heerted, an! cold-blooded, as would wish to 
; “Mr. Mace. I will? the wishes of the North or ere _ — \| put them ie a oe that oe a 
. : that this principle, incorporated in the Nebraska | were, or their kindred now are in Africa? hat 
7 Mr. MACE. ‘What reasons did I give? bill, was first established This principle now fol- || has done so much for these people but that which 
- Mr. STEPHENS. The only reasons he gave || tows the American flag wherever is floats, whether | is so much denounced by inconsiderate fanatica; 
7 are those L have read. He said that he offered || in California, Utah, New Mexico, or southern || men and women, too, who find fault with what 
i. the amendment in good faith, for the purpose of || ‘Texas, The same stars and stiipes, with the || they know nothing about? 
" testing the sincerity of members, and more espe- || same principles inscribed upon their broad folds, | Again: take our negroes, and compare their 
t cially the sincerity of the members of the delega- || now wave far up in Kansas and Nebraska! Let || condition with that of the free negroes of the 
7 tion from Indiara who voted in favor of the bill; || them go, knit together,one and inseparable, over | North. I have the result of the Census returns 
i and he sad that if it was adopted—that is, if the every foot of American soil. This, sir, is my | before me, and from that it appears that the in- 
" Legislature should have the power to settle the || wish, and this, sir, I think, will be the result; || crease of the free people of color in the United 
: rege deeb Bee. he would vote for the bill. || [therefore say to the gentleman from Maine, || States, from 1840 to 1850, was only ten and ninety- 
y Now, he wants to deprive the Legislature, or the | {[Mr. Wasnsurn,] that he will not live to see the || five hundredths per centum. This shows that 
= people in convention, from ever being empowered || Gay, in my opinion, when this great movement, || their condition cannot be very good, or desirable; 
y to settle, as they want to do, it at all. Perhaps |! ih is revolution in American politics, will ever roll || and to this increase is to be added, too, the fugi- 
> when the people do settle, as they now have the || backwards, Its course will rather be onward. || tive slaves, and those who have been emancipated. 
i, power to do it, he may yet sanction it, notwith- |) There are some other topics to which I wish to || With all these sources of increase, that increase 
B standing they may adopt a slavery constitution. |/ sijude, || has only been ten and ninety-five hundredths per 
o Mr. MACE. Did the gentleman vote for my Why is it that gentlemen object so much to the || centum. 
2 amendment? introduction of slavery into Kansas, if hepenple '| Now, how is it with the slaves—the down-trod- 
“i Mr. STEPHENS. I did not, and for the || of that Territory desire it to go there? When I || den, the abused, the half-starved slaves? Their 
A reson given, that by the bill we had given the || made a speech at the last session upon this sub- || increase, during the same period, was twenty- 
2 people all the power that we could under the Con- || ject, I stated that | would vote for the principle of || eight and fifty-eight hundredths. Is there any 
' sitution. We could not grant more, and they || allowing the people of any section of the country || such-result to be presented at the North, where 
ye could not exercise more if we had granted it. || to come into the Union and form institutions as || they are free and left to themselves? How can 
‘a We had done all we could on our part, and we || they please. This [ said when I knew there might | your missionaries in philanthropy and crusaders 
“ could hot give them more. The government of || be twice as many people there from the North as | in benevolence account for this? 
of the Territories, in my opinion, devolved upon || from the South, and the chances of emigration! || But some people say that slavery is a curse to 
he Congress, in the first instance. It was our duty || knew would greatly preponderate in favor of the || the white man. They abandon the idea that it is 
he govern them, or provide governments for them. || North, I am willing, now, to abide by that prin- || a curse to the negro. They say it weakens, im- 
‘ | stated then to the country, and now state, that | ciple. I have no desire to deprive the people of | poverishes, and demoralizes a State. Let us see. 
4, I believe it was right and just for us to turn ofer || any State or Territory in our common couptry of | Phey say there can be no high social, moral, or 
a ‘ar powers to the people, all the powers at least || the right of adopting such institutions for their |, material development under the institation of sla- 
<3 that they can exercise under the Constitution. So government, when they become States, as they || very. I have before me some statistics on this 
‘is . *s my vote was concerned, I gave the peopleall || please. It is anti-American, and entirely at war | point—statistics relating to material development. 
ro * power that they could exercise under the Con- || with the spirit of the age, about which we hear || But, before alluding to them, I will say a the 
- ae We could not give them more, and why || so much. I ask why the people of any section of || subject of morals, that I saw a table o crimes 
a . ott the gentleman have asked to give them || the country should be prevented from adopting | made out in the Census Office for 1850. Irom 
nd "Th, ; the institutions of the South, if they wish them? spore statistics it appeared—I speak from mem- 
t. ‘ he gentleman from Indiana said that he would || Socially, morally, and politically, or in any || Ory; | have not the paper before me—that the 
ve ote in good faith to give the people of these Terri- || aspect of the question, is there any reason for || number of convictions for crimes of ever grade, 
ke *s power to admit slavery; but now he comes || depriving them of such right? Is it for the sake } in Massachusetts, the land of ‘‘ steady habits,”’ 
nd ard and wants todeprive them of the power of || of humanity that gentlemen are not willing for | and where we hear so much of the immoral effects 
Te ae aay law b which slavery may betolerated. || the people of Kansas to assign the African the | of slavery, with a population under one million, 
a ‘¢ not know then whether would be a || same condition there that he occupies in the || was several thousand; while in the State of Geor- 
veState or not. Ido not know now whether it || South, if they think it best todo so? Are gen-' 

















gia, with a population not so great, the similar 
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convictions are less than one hundred. I say, | 


then, upon the score of crime, upon the score of 
morals, | am ready to compare my State with that 
of Massachusetts, or any one of the free States. 
Where, then, is the mora! curse which arises from 
slavery ? 

A few facts in reference to physical develop- 
ment. I had occasion, some time since, for 
another purpose than the present, to look a little 
into the statistics of Georgia, compared with those 
of other States. I selected the State of Ohio, be- 
cause it was one of the most prosperous of the 
North—often styled, and, perhaps, justly too, the 
giant of the West. According to the census re- | 
turns in 1850, Ohio had of improved lands 
9,851,493 acres— Georgia had only 6,378,479 | 


the cash value of the Ohio lands was returned at 
eee had nearly one third more 
and in a state of improvement than Georgia had, 
and returned at more than three times the cash 
value of the Georgia lands. The whole popula- | 


tion of Ohio was 1,908,480, the whole population | 


of Georgia, white and black, was 905,999. The | 


population of Ohio, therefore, was more than || 
Here we see her free | 


double that of Georgia. 
labor more than double in number, working one | 


third more land, worth, by valuation, more than | 


three times that of Georgia. From these elements | 
it might not be surprising to see her agricultural | 
products greatly exceeding those of Georgia, | 
without resorting to the ‘‘curse of slavery’’ to 
account for it. bat how stand the facts? Ohio | 
produced the following articles: 





Wheat.......0006 14,487,351 bus. at 80 cents. .$11,589,880 
Buckwheat....... 638, ss Oat se 255,224 
Indian corn....., 59,078,695 ** 30 * = ., 17,723,608 
RYO... .ccccccccces 425,918 << 50 66 212,959 
Barley .....0..00. 354,358 < 50 «“ 177,179 
OR vinnie» tnheie 3,472,742“ a5 « 3,368,182 
Peas and beans... 60,168 ‘ Ry 60,168 
Irish potatoes..... 5,057,769 « 40 « 2,023,107 || 
Sweet potatoes... 187,991 * 50“ 93,995 | 
Tobacco, ......++ 10,454,449 Ibs. es 731,811 | 
Cloverseed......- 103,197 bus. §4 * 412,748 | 
il ere 446,932 Ibs. 10 «€ 44,693 || 
Flaxseed......... 188,880 bus wo * 141 ,660 
Maple sugar...... 4,588,209 Ibs. oe 275,292 | 
Molasses. ........ 197,308 gals. 35 “ 69,057 
GR is cents ond 48,207“ gi“ .. 48,207 | 
Garden products returned in money, value.... 214,004 | 
Orchard 8‘ - ” ois 695,921 
AGBTEGAlE.....ccsecceescreseceseccee scenes $38, 137,695 


This list includes nearly every agricultural pro- 
duct of the earth in that State except hay, which 
1s omitted, because in Georgia there is no return 
for fodder, which, in that State, answers the same 


uantity of each product produced is given from 


the census tables. The values run out are such || 


as are believed to be the usual average values of | 
each article in that State, except the products of | 
gardens and orchards, which are taken from the 
tables—no other values are put upon the products 


in the tables. The estimate above stated is be- | 


lieved to be a fair one. Now let us take up the | 





returns for Georgia and aap Ba m a like } Miamies, a tract of land west of the Mississippi 


estimated average value. 





Wheat........ 1,088,534 bushels at 1 00... $1,088,534 | 
Indian corn... .30,080,099 8 50c.. 15,040 049 | 
Cotton—bales,. 499,091 400 Ibs. at Be.. 15,970,912 | 
BG. acc cscses 38,950,691 Ibs. at 4c.. 1,558,027 || 
Peas and beans 1,142,011 bushels at $100... 1,142,011 || 
Sweet potatoes 6,966,428 a 2Q5e.. 1,746,607 | 
Irish potatoes.. 227.378 “ 50c.. — 113,689 || 
GOR nose cenvee 3,820,044 « 37jc. 1,492,516 
Cane sugar.... 1,642 bhds., 1,000 Ibs., 6c... 98,520 
Molasses...... 216,150 gallons at 25e.. 54,037 
Orchard products Of. .........000eeeeeeeeeeene 92,766 
Garden products Of. ..... .cccesesceeeeecee cone 76,500 | 
PE oe aca sa cecceostdcsvuees waet $38,414,168 | 


An amount so far from falling under that of | 
Ohio as might have been expected, actually ex- 
ceeds it Soar Gheetn ha of a war ene 
extendi e ia list to rye, barley, tobacco, 
and othey artic) es which are produced in that State. | 
Away, then, with this prating cry about slavery’s 
paralyzing the ae 
the development of the resources of a country. 


| gan 
|| Sir, look at the congressional districts, look, too, 

| at the vote as it stood here upon the Kansas and | 
|| Nebraska bill. 
| Let them examine the popular vote for the. 
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soil is sterile, and the population inert, and cursed 
with slavery, as it is said to be, Georgia, with one 


half of the population, and only two thirds of the || 
value of land, exceeds in agricultural products by | 
one quarter of a million of dollars, the great giant | 


of the West. 
Now, then, if the people of Kansas, the people 


of our territory, going from old Massachusetts, 
going from New York, or from Indiana, or from | 


| the South, learning and consulting wisdom from | 
by experience from all || 
{| pe of the Union, should think it practically | 
est for the happiness of themselves and for || 
|| their posterity in the far distant future, to adopt 
_ the social institutions of Georgia in preference to 
acres, the cash value of the Georgia land so im- || 
proved and under culture was $95,753,445, while | 


the past, and profitin 


those of Indiana, if they prefer the institutions of | 
the South to those of the North, I say they should | 
not be deprived of their right to do it, and the 


gentleman from Indiana, and those who act with | 
|| him, should not set themselves up as judges and | 


‘* masters ’’ to contro] the matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CAMPBELL then addressed the commit- | 
tee during an hour, in reply to the 
from Georgia. 
vision, will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


know, sir, it may be a little distasteful for gentle- 
men to hear the truth in regard to it. As has been 


'| stated, the issue had been fairly and fully made 


cause. And what was the result? 
the penne vote in this State was sixteen thou- 
against the Kansas and Nebraska measure. 


|| members of Congress in the various districts, | 


|| and they will then find what is the opinion of Illi- || (5, with reference to the expulsion of the Greeks 





nois upon this subject. Why, sir, ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for general dis- 


| cussion has now expired. The bill will be now | 


read for amendments. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
do now rise. 
Mr. ORR. 


| House before we adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the committee 


|| refused to rise. 


purpose of hay in Ohio, as food for stock. The | 


The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill by 
sections for amendments. 


When the reading had proceeded to the section | 


making provisions for the Miamies, 





For deficiency of lands west of the Mississippi river, 
granted to said tribe by the treaty of 1840, dollars. 


Mr. H. said: By the treaty of 1840 with the 





was assigned to that tribe of Indians, described by 
certain boundaries, and purporting to contain five 


9 || hundred thousand acres; in consideration of which 
| the tribe were to relinquish the lands owned by 


them, in the State of Indiana. At the time of the 


|| cession, the country in which their tract was 
assigned was a wilderness, unknown to even the 
| white citizens of the United States, and much less 
| was it known to the Miami Indians. 


They con- 
fided, therefore, to the representations made b 
sured them that they were to receive five hundred 
thousand acres of land. ‘This was done in 1840, 
but in 1854, just fourteen years thereafter, it was 
ascertained, for the first time, that there was a 
deficiency in their lands amounting to one hundred 


' 


| and thirty-odd thousand acres. 


| _ A portion of the tribe, however, and the portion 
for which I ask the money provided in this amend- 


of a people, and opposing || ment, did not accede to the terms of the treaty, 


| and this portion, comprising more than half of the 


If I were to take the statistics of any other | tribe, remained in the State of Indiana. The 
State, and go through them in the same way, | | other portion removed west of the ee 
d ceded 


have no reason to doubt that an 
result to Georgia would follow. 
of Ohio, not as any di 
show that even in the 


took the State 
ent to her, but to 
, where they say the 


ny favorable || and have since been in possession of the lan 


| to the tribe. By the treaty of 1854, the whole 
| tract was confirmed to this portion of the tribe, 
thus depriving a majority of the Indians of all 


| compensation whatever. 
| the whole number of the 


entleman || 
His remarks, withheld for re- | 





| of State, with accom 


I move that the committee | 


I hope the motion to rise may not | 
| prevail, and that the bill will be reported to the 





Mr. HARLAN, of Indiana, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: 





the Government of the United States, which as- | 





December 15, 


It was ascertained tha: 
ne tribe in 1854 was five 
hundred and fifly, of which only two hundred ang 
forty-eight were west of the Mississippi river 
The others, more than three hundred in number 


| live in Indiana, and for them I ask that this de. 
| ficiency may be made up. 
of Nebraska, or the people of any other portion || 


I have left the blank to be filled by the commitie 


| as they shall think proper. 


Mr. PARKER. This is an important amend. 
ment, and to enable the gentleman from Indiana to 
get it properly before the committee, I move tha: 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr.ORR. [hope not. I think the committee 
can very easily finish the bill to-night. 

The question was put, and the motion agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose;and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr, 
CuanD_er] reported that the Committee of th 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly House bill No. 555, being the Indian 
appropriation bill, and had come to no conclusiog 
thereon; and then, 

On motion by Mr. MCMULLIN, the House (at 
ten minutes before three o’clock, p. m.) adjourned 


|| until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 
I desire to | 
disabuse the mind of the gentleman from Georgia | 
in regard to the result of the Illinois election. I | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, December 15, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


| by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
| by the Senator from my State, [Mr. Doveras.] | 
| I¢ was made by him, sustained by him all over | 
the State, with a zeal and taleg worthy a better 


Why, sir, || munication from the President of the United 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
nying documents, in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of 27th July last. 

Mr. ORR. What resolution was that? 

The SPEAKER, (after conferring with the 
clerks.) It was a resolution calling for informa- 


from Egypt. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the message be laid 
upon the table and ‘printed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I presume that there ma 
be something in that m e that may render it 
proper that it should go to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to that refer- 


| ence, and withdraw my motion. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I move that the 
message be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea 
communication from the Secretary of War, in- 
forming the House that he has transmitted to the 
Senate the report of the board of officers appointed 
under the 6th section of the Army appropriation 
bill of 1852, for the examination of claims con- 
tracted in California, under Lieutenant Colonel 
Frémont in 1846 and 1847; which was ordered 
to lie upon the table, and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, submitting supplemental estimates of 
funds required for the service of that Department 
for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1856, 
on information received from distant parts of the 
Union since the regular estimates were laid before 
Congress. ; 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, said communic- 
tion was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF THE POST OFFICE REPORT: 

Mr. JONES, of New York. I ask leave to 1n- 
troduce a resolution from the Post Office Com- 
mittee, for the purpose of reference merely. !t'8 
as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Post: 
master General’s office fifteen hundred copies of his ennual 
report, and the appendix, accompanying the President 
annual message. 

There being no objection, the 
received and referred, cae the rule, 
mittee on Printing. 

EXCUSES FROM SERVICE ON A COMMITTEE: 

Mr. LETCHER. [ask to be excused from 
service on the Committee of Claims. 1 am 
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enother committee that ma my time to such ! 


c sat it is impossible for me to give at- 

oo oy ne dutie. of the Committee of Claims. | 
V therefore hope the House will excuse me from 

further service on that committee. - 
Many MemBeRs. ‘* No, no.” 

A Memper. What other committee are you | 


a LETCHER. The special committee on 
jit patent case. 
the Col Members. Wecannotexcuse you. | 
Mr. LETCHER, Itis utterly impossible for | 
me to attend to the duties of both committees, and 
| think it only right, as there are gentlemen in the 
House who are upon no committees, that the 
Committee of Claims should be full. The special || 
committee on which I am now engaged, meets | 
almost every day, and I must necessarily be ab- ! 
sent from it, or from the Committee of Claims. | 
Under these circumstances, it seems to me that it | 
would be unreasonable for the Elouse to decline to 
excuse me, especially as there are eight or nine | 
centiemen here who are upon no committees. 
Mr. HAVEN. I shall regret very much to | 
lose the services of our friend from Virginia on | 
the Committee of Claims, but under the circum- 
stances, | think the House had better excuse him. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I can only say that if the || 
opinion of the Committee of Claims has any || 
weight with the ELouse, the gentleman will not be | 
excused. As chairman of the committee, I should | 
dislike very mucif to lose the gentleman. I con- | 
eider.him—and I believe the committee do also— 
one of the most important members of the com- | 


ittee. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Weeall know he is that. 
Mr. LETCHER. However much I shall re- || 
gret to part with the Committee of Claims, it is 
perfectly certain that we must part, or that I must | 
give up my position on the special committee. 
The question was then taken; and Mr. Lercuer 
was excused from further service on the Commit- | 
tee of Claims. i] 
The SPEAKER stated that the business first || 
in order was the consideration of private bills on | 
the Speaker’s table. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I aminstructed by the Com- 
mitteeof Waysand Means to make a report from | 
that committee, which the rules require me to 


make, ; 
The SPEAKER. Is it a bill? 





Mr. HOUSTON. It is. 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, as follows, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed: , 

A bill making appropriation for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1856. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDDY, by unanimous consent, introduced 
sundry bills; which were read a first and second | 
time by their respective titles, and referred as indi- 
cated below, viz: 
_ A bill for the relief of John L. Bowes, an agent | 
in charge of property of the United States at | 
Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. Referred | 





o the Committee on Commerce. 
A bill making appropriation for continuing the | 
plers, and constructing a breakwater at Michigan | 
City, in the State of Indiana, and to otherwise | 
improve the harbor at said city. Referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
And a bill for the relief of Stephen Bunnel, of 


the State of Indiana. Referred to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to what I believe to | 
& question of privilege. 1 see that I am re- | 
ed on the Journal as having given notice of | 
my intention to introduce an amendment to the 
homestead bill. That amendment has been printed | 
my name attached to it as its author. My 
attention has been called to it, and I wish to state 





‘o the House that it is an error on the part of the 
erk. The amendment is pro by Mr. | 
THERIDGE, of Tennessee, and I am op to it. | 
Mr.McMULLIN. I call for the lar order | 


business. This being private bill day, I trust | 


* House will proceed to the consideration of | 
Private business. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that the | 
business first in order is the consideration of the 
private bills upon the table. 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia permit me to report back a joint resolution 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce? 

Mr. WALSH. I object, and insist on the 
regular order of business. 


PRIVATE BILLS——-BETSEY NASH. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration || 
of the private business upon the Speaker’s table, 
the first bill in order being House bill (No. 380) 
‘for the relief of Betsey Nash,” returned from 
the Senate with an amendment. 

The amendments of the Senate propose to add 
two sections to the bill, providing for the payment 
of $3,000 to the widow of James C. Batchelder, 
who was killed at Boston on the 26th May, 1854, 
while assisting the United States marshal for the | 
district of Massachusetts in executing a law of 
Congress. 

Mr. McMULLIN. That is a question which 
I confess I do not very well understand, and | 
should be glad if some friend of the amendments 
would explain them to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and amendments, | 
involving an appropriation, must, under our rules, 
be committed, unless by the unanimous consent of 
the House they be considered now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [ object. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move then that the bill | 
and the amendments be referred to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It occurs to me that this 
bill ought to be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. I make the motion that it be so || 
referred. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 


It is too late to make the 
The bill has been already referred. 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 
too late, and that the gentleman from Virginia has | 
a right to make the motion. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire a word for information, 
which may control the question in the House. 
W hat is the condition of the bill? is it on its re- 
turn from the Senate now? 

The SPEAKER. It is on its return from the 
Senate, with an amendment involving an appro- || 
priation. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I hope it will go to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 

The question was taken on Mr. McMuturw’s | 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House. {| 

THOMAS ELLIS. 

The SPEAKER. House bill (No. 381) for the || 
relief of Thomas Ellis has been returned from the 
Senate with an amendment. The amendment | 
proposes to strike out, in lines six and seven, the | 
word ‘* Illinois,’ and insert in lieu thereof, the 
word ‘* Missouri,’’ so that the sentence will read, | 
**to Thomas Ellis, of Platte county, in the State | 


\| of Missouri.’’ 


The question was put; and the Senate amend- | 
ment was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills of the Senate were read a | 

first and second time by their titles, and respect- | 
ively referred to the Committee of Claims: 

No. 484. Act for the relief of Gad Humphreys; | 


No. 424. Act for the relief of Isaac Swain. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE FISHER. 

Senate bill (501) supplemental to an act therein 
mentioned. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This is a bill which con- | 
cerns parties in Mississippi. It is simply for the 
purpose of carrying out the objects of a bill passed | 
at a previous session. I should like very much to | 
have the bill put upon its passage. 


| be passed over informally. 


| from Massac 





Several Mumpens. Let the bill be read. | 

The Clerk read the bill. 

It directs that it shall be the duty of the Second | 
Auditor of the Treasury—under the provisions of | 
the act of Congress for the relief of the legal rep- | 
resentatives of George Fisher, deceased, approved | 
April 12, 1848—to reéxamine the said case, and to 
allow the claimants the benefit of the testimony | 
heretofore marked ‘‘ rejected”’ for the want of eu- | 
thentication, provided that such testimony be now 








| legally authenticated by the executive of Alabama, 
| and adjudged to be made in strict accordance with 


the act referred to, and to which this act is sup- 
plementary. 

Mr McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Sineieron] will not ask to have 
this bill put upon its passage now. lt sirikes me 
that it should bereferred to acommittee. For the 


| purpose of saving time, I shall insist upon the 
| regular order of business. 


Mr. SINGLETON. The bill does not con- 
template theappropriation of a single cent. Itis 
merely to regulate a matter between the Auditor 
and the representatives there spoken of, and to 
allow the Auditor to admit certain testimony which 
was before rejected on account of want of form- 


| ality in the record. This want of formality has 


been supplied, and the only object of this bill now 
is to permit this excluded testimony to be given 
beforethe Auditor. The Auditor has an impression 
that he cannot reopen the case, unless authorized 
to doso by the passage of a supplemental act. It 


| has been passed by the Senate without any objec- 


tion, and I hope the House will now pass it. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
having been read a third time, was passed. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
do now resolve itself into a Committee of the 
W hole House on the Private Calendar. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Who‘e House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. McMu uu in the chair.) 


SAMUEL COLT. 
The CHAIRMAN. The business first in order 


| before the committee is the consideration of House 


bos No. 59, being a bill for the relief of Samuel 
olt. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I trust that that bill will 
I understand that 
the investigating committee is not ready to report 
on the case yet. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can the commit- 
tee pass it by simply by a majority vote? 1 
think we can dispose of it, now that it is up. 

TheCHAIRMAN. According to the impres- 


| sion of the Chair, it has been the practice hereto- 


fore to 
others. 
Mr. JONES. Yes; but it was by unanimous 


pass by informally this bill, as well as 
- 


| consent. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair fell into an 


error; it is understood that the practice has been 


| to pass bills by by unanimous consent. 


r. EDGERTON. I would state to the gen- 


_tleman from Tennessee that this bill has been 


passed over several times by a majority vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as objecting 
to the bill being passed by informally? 

Mr.JONES. Yes, sir; I think it better to have 
it disposed of at once. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I make the motion that the 
bill be passed by informally; and I ask that the 
question be taken. J would state that the House 
hawe twice decided, by a vote, that this bill shall 
be passed bY informally. Once the gentleman 

usetts, (Mr. Watter,] in the chair 
decided that it could not be passed by without 


No. 464. Act for the relief of israel Ketchum. | unanimous consent, but the House overruled his 


decision. Again, when I was in the chair, I 
made a similar decision, but the House overruled 
it. f now make the motion that the bill be passed 
by rece ef and I call fora vote of the com- 
mittee upon that question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no dispo- 
sition to raise the question. If the majority of the 
committee are disposed to pass this case by inform- 
ally, I have no objection. [| shall vote against 
doing so, and I think we had better dispose of the 
case to-day. 

The CHAIRM AN. Not being well acquainted 
with what have been the decisions heretofore, the 
Chair is disposed to entertain the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Epcerton.] The 

uestion before the committee, therefore, is, shall 
the bill be passed by informally for the present? 

Mr. EDGERTON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Kear and Boxce were 
appointed. 
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* ; 7 . ' : s 3 é ey ‘ : . | 
The question was taken, and there were—ayes || Committee on Commerce has adopted. It is the | 


82, noes 43. 
So the bill was passed by informally. 
PERDINAND CLARK. 
House bill (No. 103) for the relief of Ferdinand |, 
Clark. 
‘The bill and report were then read by the Clerk. 


The bill in this case provides that the duties || 
imposed by the act of June 30, 1834, entitled ** An 
act concerning tonnage upon Spanish vessels,’’ on | 


the Spanish brig Conde de Villanueva, Captain 
Carlos de Agao, and paid to the collector of the 
port of Charleston, in South Carolina, previous 
to the clearance of the vessel from that port for 
Cuba, on the 11th of September, 1835, with a 
cargo of rice and lard, shail be refunded to Ferdi- 
nand Clark, the owner of the brig, she having been 
wrecked on the coast of Florida, on the 17th of 
the same month, and lost, with the greater portion 
of her cargo. 

From the report in this case it appears that the 
petitioner is a citizen of the United States, and a 
resident merchant at Elavana; that he was the 
owner of the Spanish brig Conde de Villanueva, 
of which Captain Carlos de Agao was commander; 
that the said brig, laden with a cargo of rice and 
lard, (part of which was also the property of the 
-petitioner,) cleared from Charleston, in the State of | 
Routh Carolina, for Havana, in the Island of | 
Cuba, on the 11th of September, 1835, having | 


paid to the collector of the port of Charleston the || 


sum of one thousand nine hundred and fifty-one | 
dollars and forty-three cents, ($1,951 43,) as ton- | 
nage duty, conformably to the act of Congress of | 
the 30th of June, 1834, entitled, ‘* An act concern- | 
ing tonnage duty on Spanish vessels;’’ that the 

said brig sailed from Charleston on the 13th of || 
September, 1835, and that on the 17th of the same 
month she was wrecked on the coast of Florida, 


and that the vessel and cargo were totally lost, || 


with the exception only of a portion of the lard. 
It also appears that, in consequence of that dis- 


aster, the petitioner, through his agents, Messrs. || 


Crocker & Co., merchants, of Charleston, and | 
consignees of the said brig, applied to the collector | 
of the port of Charleston for relief, and that, at his 
suggestion, they subsequently addressed them- 
selves to the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting 
that the duties thus paid might be refunded; but 


that they were given to understand by the Secre- || 


tary that hg had no authority to interpose in their | 
behalf, and that relief in such cases could only be | 
afforded by the action of Congress. The peti- | 
tioner, accordingly, now applies to Congress for | 
that redress which the Treasury Department is | 
unable to afford. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, while the re- | 
port of the committee was being read at the Clerk’s | 
desk, so much noise prevailed in the Hall that | | 
presume but a small portion of the members, for | 
whose benefit it was read, heard it. Having re- 


the House and the claimant, to make a brief state- | 
ment of the reasons set forth by the committee | 
why it should pass. 

The equity of the case grows out of the ton- 
nage duty levied by the Spanish Government on 
American vessels carrying American cargoes to | 
the Islands of Cuba and Porto Rico. The Span- | 
ish Government levied a heavy discriminating ton- | 
nage duty, the object of which was to throw the 
carrying trade of American produce from the 
American into Spanish bottoms. In 1831 or | 
1832, our Government levied a countervailing ton- | 
nage — Spanish vessels leaving American | 
ports. The claimint here shipped a cargo of 
American produce from Charleston, on Baee of a 
Spanish vessel. Before he got his clearance he | 

id the collector of that ee $1,900 tonnage duty. | 
Phe vessel proceeded on her voyage, but had gone | 
only a short distance when she was wrecked on | 
the coast, and her cargo lost. Now, the question | 
arises, whether our vernment, in protecting | 
our commerce by means of countervailing tonnage | 
duty, will add to the injury of its own citizens by | 
exacting tonnage duty which was intended to be | 

id when the vessel had arrived ata Spanish port? 
fe is just one of these cases, in the judgment of | 





the committee, and mine also, where the strongest || a steamboat w 
ply against our Govern- || leans, and, with the merchandise, was consumed. 
|| I see no reason why these goods should pay duties 
This is the case, in short. A very voluminous while on the steam 
\| had the vessel in which they were brought to New 


equitable considerations 


ment for the refunding of the tonnage duty. 


report was made on it sometime ago, which the 


| 
ported the bill, it is perhaps my duty as well to || 


|| jary to result from the passage of the bill. 


|| of policy, this is that one. 
| I leave the matter with the committee. | 





report which has just been read. { see no in- | 
And | 
it strikes me that if a case can arise where the | 
sovereign power ought to refund the money, as | 
well from equitable considerations as on grounds | 


With this statement 


The bill was then laid aside to be reported to | 
the House, with a recommendation that itdo pass. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL, GLOBE. 


House bill for the relief of Adolphus Meir & | 


Co., of St. Louis. 
The bill, which was read, provides that there 


shall be refunded to Adolphus Meir & Co., of || 


St. Louis, or to their attorney at New Orleans, 


hardware, amounting to $1,075 30, being part of 
an invoice imported by Adolphus Meir & Co., of | 
St. Louis, through the medium of C. 'T. Buddecke | 
& Co., of New Orleans, from Liverpool, in the 
American ship W. V. Kent, which packages of | 
hardware were entered at New Oricans under | 


| warehouse and transportation bond, and sent from | 


the ship direct to the steamboat Marshal Ney, 


| bound to St. Louis, Missouri; and which steam- | 


| the total destruction of said 
On motion by Mr. FULLER, the bill was laid || 


|| provided, that ig be furnished the Secretary of 
} 








boat on the evening of October 8, 1849, the time | 
fixed for her departure, took fire and was burned, | 
together with the merchandise aforesaid: provided | 
the said Adolphus Meir & Co. shall, within four | 
months after the approval of this act, furnish to | 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury satisfactory proof of | 

ardware. 


aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILSON AND BROTHERS, OF ST. LOUIS. 


House bill for the relief of Wilson & Brothers, 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. 
The bill, which was read in extenso, provides | 


for the refunding to Wilson & Brothers, of St. || 


Louis, $549 90 for duties paid on five packages of | 
merchandise transhipped and destroyed in like 
manner with those referred to in the previous case: 


the Treasury that the merchandise was duly de- 


livered and totally destroyed, and that Wilson & || 


Brothers are the parties in interest, and authorized 
to receive the return duties. 

Mr. FULLER. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, though the 
amount proposed to be appropriated from the 
Treasury is small, still the precedent to be estab- 
lished isa bad one. If we are to refund duties 
paid on goods which have been destroyed by fire | 
after importation into the country, and previous | 
to the sale to consumers, we must refund all du- | 

| 





ties on goods, whether destroyed by fire or other- 
wise, previous to their being sold to consumers. 
Why should not the consumer be paid his loss, 
as well as the importer. The bill sets a bad pre- 
cedent. If we are to have revenue laws, they 
should be uniformly enforced. There should be 
no individual exceptions. If we make exceptions 
now, we shall hereafter be flooded with similar | 
claims for the refunding of duties. When we 

have a tariff, let the duties assessed at the custom- | 





house be collected. When that system of col- 
lecting taxes ceases, then this legislation will cease 
with it. I see no reason for making this pro- 
posed exception to the general rule. 

Mr. FULLER. I apprehend that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has not carefully noted 
the principles on which the reporting of the bill 
is based. The order for the goods emanated from 
the city of St. Louis. Goods imported to that 
place, as the gentleman is well aware, have to be 
transhipped at New Orleans; from the vessel in 
which they were brought across the Atlantic they 
are transferred to a boat capable of navigating the 
Mississippi river. Duties on goods imported and 
destined for St. Louis, are computed and settled 
at New Orleans by thecollector, and are put under 
what are called ‘‘ transportation bonds.”’ In this 
case the wegn were placed unbroken on board 

ich took fire on leaving New Or- 


tany more than they should 
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Orleans been sunk in the ocean. Th j 
arrive at the point of their final decal an 
were in progress of importation, The duties had 
only been computed or ascertained at New ()r. 
leans to prevent freuds being committed upon the 
revenue by the goods being landed, and enterin 
into consumption at intermediate points. . 
This, therefore, does not come within the clasg 
of cases where the goods have been landed at their 











' final destination, the po broken, ‘and the 
ADOLPHUS MEIR AND COMPANY. | 


goods scattered over the country before being de. 
stroyed by the casualty of fire. The uniform 
practice of the Government has been to remit 
duties in such cases. It is now settled by a gen. 
eral law which has since been passed, that where 
goods are destroyed in unbroken packages, while 


| being transported from one port to another 
the duties paid by them on seventeen packages of || ee rt ™ 


duties shall be refunded. 

Mr. GROW. Since the statement of the gen. 
tleman from Maine, I[ will say that I had not 
exactly understood the nature of the case from the 
reading of the report. It seems from the state. 
ment of the gentleman, that this would not furnish 
a precedent te cover all cases where ds are 
destroyed by fire, and where the duties have been 
paid. I have, therefore, no objection to the pas. 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. FULLER. I ask, then, for the vote upon 
the motion, that the bill be laid aside to be re. 

orted to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The question was put; and the bill was accord. 
ingly laid aside. 

MOORE AND HASCALL. 
House bill for the relief of Hiram Moore and 


| John Hascall coming up next in order, 


Mr. TRACY said: This bill is one that I re- 


| ported from the Committee on Patents. I had been 


under the impression that it was disposed of at 


|, the last session until this morning. I was absent 


from my seat a considerable portion of the latter 
part of the session, on account of ill health, and 
could not attend to it myself. I am not prepared 


_ to take it up this morning; and I move, therefore, 


that it be passed over for the present. 
The motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS 8. J. JOHNSON. 
House bil] for the relief of Thomas 8. J. John- 


son, of the Territory of New Mexico, coming up 


next in order, was read in extenso by the Clerk. 
Mr. READY. Since that bill was reported by 
the Committee of Claims, an important commu- 


' nication has been received from the Treasury De- 


| ported it. 


| 
! 
| 
j 
| 


| 
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| 
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partment, which makes it desirable that the bill 
should again go before the committee which re- 
I ask, therefore, that that disposition 
may be made of it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move 
that the bill be recommitted? 

Mr. READY. Not exactly that; I move that 
it be laid aside to be reported to the House, with 
the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill accord- 
ingly laid aside. 

CHARLES A. KELLETT. 

Senate bill for the relief of Charles A. Kellett 
coming up next in order, was read in extenso. 

It provides for refunding the duties which were 
paid upon a Chinese junk, brought some yeas 
ago into New York by the petitioner. 

The report states that the junk was brought ( 
this country to aid the purposes of science by ¢x- 
hibiting it as a curiosity, and that the cost of 
importation was much greater than the amount 
received from exhibition. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems that that gentleman 
embarked in a humbug ulation which did not 
pay. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 

rted to the House, with the recommendation that 
it do not pass. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill accord- 
ingly laid aside. 

GENERAL BARON DE KALB. 


House bill for the relief of the children and 
heirs of Major General Baron de Kalb, coming uP 
next in order, was read through by the Clerk. 

It directs the payment of $90,513 61, including 
interest from the year 1819, to the children 
heirs of Baron de Kalb, in consideration of the 
services of the late General de Kalb in the war 
the Revolution. 
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The call . hans of the claim, which was of ing to $90,000, the members of the House should || 


have an opportunity to look into it, to examine it 





61 


years’ half-pay was not due, because the Baron 


eat le ; | ha t was a foreigner. But it is evident from the facts 
or LETCHER. I believe the bill appro- || with more care than it has been possible for us to || Of the case that the position taken in that report 
priates some $90,000. || do thus far. 1t may be that, upon that consider- || was erroneous. The resolution upon which it 


The CHAIRMAN. About that amount. 
Mr. CORWIN. I will state, Mr. Chairman, | 
that the bill allows and parece to the grand- 
children of Baron de Kalb the seven years’ half- 
y, with interest thereon from the time that the | 
nba was first presented to Congress, in 1819. | 
By calculation, members will ascertain that the 
amount provided in the bill is the true one—of | 
course taking into consideration the grade which 
he sustained in the Army of the United States. | 
A large quantity of land was voted the chil:ren | 
of officers of his grade during the revolutionary 
war, and who died in the service. That land was | 
jocated in Ohio; but from the ignorance of the | 
randchildren of Baron de Kalb of the situation | 
of things in that State, it was sold for taxes, and | 
they did not receive a cent for it. 
‘he committee to which this matter was re- 
ferred carefully investigated it, and finally. came to 
the conclusion, whether equitably or not I am not | 
now prepared to say, to allow theamount embraced | 
in this bill, which is, f repeat, the seven years’ haif- | 
pay of the grade of Baron de Kalb, with interest 
on that amount from the time the claim was first | 
presented to Congress, to the present time. The | 
sum proposed to be appropriated may be con- | 
sidered a very large one, but it is no larger than | 
the others of the same grade obtained when they | 
applied for it—saving the interest, which in this | 
case has been accumulating for nearly sixty years. | 
It amounts to a large sum of money, but it ought 
tobe paid. The claimants, as the papers show, 
are the lineal descendants. The American peopie | 
owe this debt if they owe no other. 
Mr. KERR. How many grandchildren are 


there? 

Mr.CORWIN. Two. I presume there will 
be no difficulty in the passage of the bill. I am | 
certain that there ought to be none. | 

I was anxious to press this bill on the consid- | 
eration of the House at the last session; but from | 
the confused condition of affairs here, the commit- | 
tee was a long time uncalled for reports, and the | 
bill was laid aside for other business—the wretched | 
Nebraska bill, and other bills. It was taken up | 
once, but, [ believe, that when the amount of the | 
appropriation was discovered, it was laid aside | 
because of want of time for its consideration. | 
This is the earliest moment it could be got up for | 
consideration. No gentleman who has heard the | 
report can, I am sure, entertain a doubt that the | 
money ought to be paid, and promptly paid. I | 
assure the committee that every substantive fact | 
of the report is proved by the testimony in the | 
case, and the history of the country. 

Mr. LETCHER. It may be all true, as the | 
gentleman believes, that this claim is a proper | 
one, and one which the committee will allow on | 
a full examination of it. I have listened as atten- | 
tively as most members of this committee to the 
reading of the report at the Clerk’s desk, and after | 
listening with the utmost attention, I acknowledge | 
very frankly that there are points embraced in it | 
that 1 do not understand from that cursory read- | 


“he we have a statement of accounts for | 
moneys advanced to the Baron de Kalb for dis- | 
bursement. We have statements of balances 
from other transactions; we have the seven years | 
half pay, and we have various other things, mak- | 
ing up the aggregate of the bill, that it is utterly 
impossible for the members of this House to un- 
derstand from a sing’e reading at that desk. 

Now, sir, if the claim is right | desire that it | 
should be paid; but at the same time I desire to 
vean opportunity to look into it more fully— | 
more carefully than | have yet had the opportunity | 
of doing. Jt is known to the House that during 
€ present session we have had occasion to re- 
peal a bill passed at the last session. Thatclaim, 
at that time, was represented as justly and 
ey due as this claim now is, and the Piven 


im. it. But it afterwards turned out differ- 


bet ieears from the report that this claim has 


running since the year 1819. It appears, 

» that there has been at least one adverse re- 
Port made upon it. It does seem to me, therefore, 

under these circumstances, before we under- 

to pass it, involving as it does, a sum amount- 





} | 










|| report; but I think he has made an inaccuracy, 


standing upon the bookg of the Treasury against 


| any appeal to this House for anything but justice 


ation, we shall be satisfied that the claim is a just | 
one; but I submit that it requires far more con- || 
sideration than we have yet given it. 

Mr. PECKHAM. If the committee will al- || 
low me, and the gentleman from Virginia desires | 
that I should answer the objections which he has 
presented, I will proceed to do so now. Thecom- | 
mittee will recollect, perhaps, that at the last ses- | 
sion this case was laid over, upon my motion. I | 
desired to make a motion to amend the bill, so far ! 
as the amount was cencerned; and, therefore, | | 
objected to its passage then, as reported by the | 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cornwin.] My hon- 
orable colleague upon the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims has correctly told the committee | 
the principles which influenced us in making that | 





that he has committed an error, in caprying out 
that principle; and I shall, therefore, move to 
reduce the amount of the appropriation to some- 
where about $70,000. 

The first ground upon which the report is based || 
is, that the widow and children of the Baron de | 
Kalb, who was killed in the revolutionary war, 
are entitled to seven years’ half-pay. They are | 
entitled to this half-pay under the resolution of || 
Congress passed the 24th of August, 1780. If the | 
gentleman from Virginia will refer to that resolu- | 
tion he will see that it applies to this case without | 
a doubt. The amount of this half-pay is $7,000, | 
and to this they are entitled beyond dispute. 

Then another item claimed by the heirs of the | 
Baron de Kalb is for the back pay to which he was | 
entitled at the time of his death. That includes | 
not only the pay proper belonging to an officer of | 
his rank, but also the emoluments attached to 
his office. ‘This amount can be ascertained by | 
what was paid to Lafayette who served at the | 
same time, in the same grade of office, under the | 
same circumstances. They came over from France 
in the same ship, and their commissions bore the || 
same date. Lafayette received $6,000 a year, in || 
addition to what was subsequently given him by | 
Congress. Computing by the same rate the | 
amount of back pay due the Baron de Kalb at | 
the time of his death, is $18,000. 

Now, these twosums, rejecting all others, form || 
the basis of this report, and the principles by which | 








the committee were guided in recommending the | 
passage of the bill. If what I have stated be true, 
then the only question that remains for us to con- 
sider is, have these accounts been paid? That | 
they have never been paid, is proved ec certif- | 
| 


icates of the Third Auditor, and the Register of 
the Treasury. In fact, there seems to be no doubt 
that they have never been paid. If they have, | 
there is no record of the fact. The reason why || 
the back pay due has never been settled is, that at 
the time of the death of the Baron, there was 





him, some $224,000. He had received that amount | 
of money to disburse for the subsistence of the || 
Army. At the time of his death, his vouchers, || 
with all his clothing and papers, fell into the hands || 
of the enemy, and for that reason his heirs have 

never been able to account for the proper disburse- 

ment of the money, and it continued on the books | 
of the Department against him. It was, however, | 
finally expressly ordered by Congress that he | 
should be credited with the whole amount, upon | 
the presumption, upon the only reasonable, honest 
presumption, that, being an honorable man, he 


i 


was based applied only to officers who served unti! 
the close of the war, while the half-pay claimed 
by the heirs of the Baron de Kalb was founded 
upon the fact of his death while in the service, in 


| which case his widow and children are clearly 


entitled to it. Taking those two sums together, 
and adding interest from the time when the claim 
was presented and properly authenticated, it 
amounts to about $72,000. That, it seems to me, 
in justice and cquuy, ought to be paid. 

An objection is made that interest should not be 
allowed; but | submit that in honesty, justice, and 
fairness, it ought to be allowed. It has not been 
the default of these heirs, or the default of the de- 
ceased Baron de Kalb, that this claim has not 
been satisfied before. The claim arose in 1780, 
and from that time to this it has been at different 
times urged upon the attention and justice of Con- 
gress. It was not continued from 1784 up to 
1819, because of the death of the widow, and sub- 
sequently because of the disturbances in France, 
during which one of the sons perished on the scaf- 
fold, and another was killed in some other way. 
But from 1819 up to this time it has been con- 
tinued. Petiuonafter petition has been présented 
to Congress, sometimes by the President, and 
sometimes through the agency of the French em- 
bassador. It has again and again been reported 
upon favorably. The last report, in 1850, was for 
$25,000, without regard to interest; but it seems 
to me, that as a matter of simple justice, interest 
should be allowed from the time when the claim 
was fully verified and demanded. It was through 
a mistake on the part of the committee, in m 
judgment, that the case was ever reported on ad- 


|| versely; because the committee did not rightly 


interpret the joint resolution of Congress. 

Now, sir, if interest is allowed in such a case 
between private individuals, why should it not be 
allowed in this case? What is the objection to 
allowing it in the case of the Government? In the 
first place, it is said that the Government is always 
presumed to be ready to pay its debts. That is 
the presumption of law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question. I am not at all acquainted 
with this claim, but I understood from his re- 
marks that the Baron had received $200,000 for 
disbursement, from the liability for which he was 
afterwards discharged by an act of Congress. Is 
there anything in the papers going to show 
whether or not he did not retain, out of that large 
sum of money, something on account of his pay? 

Mr. PECKHAM. Certainly he did not. The 
act of Congress was simply that that amount of 
money should be allowed to his credit in the set- 
tlement of his accounts. Not one shilling of the 


‘| money was applied to his own private claim. 
| That the papers show. 


I was about to add another remark, when [ 
was interrupted by the gentleman from Virginia. 
As I before stated, in reference to the interest 
question, it is universally admitted, that in the 
case of a private individual, interest should be 
a'lowed from the time when the claim is presented 
and properiy authenticated. 1 have already stated 
the reasons why it.is not allowed in the case of 
the Government. It is upon the presumption that 
the Government is always nent to pay its debts. 
That presumption happens to be rebutted in this 
case. The claim was presented and properly 
authenticated long ago, and has been continually 


did properly disburse the money he had received || pressed before Congress, and yet it has not been 


in a fiduciary character. The books of the De- || 
partment show precisely the amount of money 
which he did receive on accountof his pey-seme 
$3,000 I think,inall. Theitems areal! given,and | 


it 


there ia no difficulty in asce:taining the amount || 





allowed. It has been continued ever since 1819. 


|| Now, it seems to me, its justice is apparent; and 


is there ny reason, or justice, Gr equity, in saying 
that this claim, if it was just at that time, shall not 
bear interest? It seems to methere is none, By 


paid, and the amount due him at the time of his || whose neglect or default has this claim remeined 


death. After making the deductions, the amount 
due for back pay, &c., is a little less than $15,000. | 
This, with the seven years’ half-pay due to his | 
widow and children of $7,000, is all that is asked 
at the hands of Congress, together with interest. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | have no desire to make 





to the heirs of the Baron de Kalb. They have been 
ap from time to time to the justice of Con- | 
gress. In 1821 or 1822 an adverse report was 
made upon this claim, on the ground that the seven | 


unsettled? By the neglect of Congress alone. 
Will this Government take advantage of its own 
neglect and make a profit of its own default or 
refusal to pay its debts? I hope not. General 
Lafayette was allowed $200,000 by Congress, in 
addition to $24,000 pay, and was besides granted 
some thirty-six thousand acres of land. The 
heirs of Baron de Kalb are allowed no claim of 
that sort. They have received certificates for 
land, from which, through ignorance, or in con- 
sequence of their residence abroad, they have 
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never realized one dollar. The land has all been {| 


sold for taxes. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Where do they live? 
Mr. PECKHAM. In France. 
Mr. SOLLERS. And they are very poor. 
Mr. PECKHAM. They have become very 
much reduced in circumstances, and are now 
living in very great penury. I really hope, with- | 
out making any appeal to the feelings of the || 
House, or to its sympathy, that this Congress will || 
do itself the justice to pass this claim. I move to 
reduce the amount contained in the bill to $72,070. || 
Mr. LETCHER. I think the speech of the | 
gentleman from New York must have satiefied || 
the House, or ought to have satisfied the House, | 
that we had better look into this matter before we | 
undertake to pass the bill. This bill, as it comes 
from the committee, proposes to appropriate 
90,513 16. The gentleman from New York || 
as satisfied himself, if he has not satisfied the | 
House, that there is really but $72,000 due. | 
Now, sir, if the committee have come to thecon- | 
clusion that $90,500 is due, and the gentleman | 
from New York, who has made a careful exam- | 
ination of the matter, has arrived at the conclu- | 
sion that only $72,000 is due, does it not become | 
us, before we undertake to vote either of those | 
sums, to ascertain which is the real sum, in order || 
that that real sum may be granted to the party | 
entitled to it. 
Now, let us see how this sum is made up? The | 
first item in the account is $2,433 61, which is | 
for monthly pay adjusted at the Treasury in 1784, | 
and then left due; then comes seven years’ half- | 
pay, say $7,000; then pay and emoluments for | 
three years and twenty days, say $18,000; | 
making an aggregate of $27,433 61, and upon | 
those three sums comes this amount of interest, 
which runs the claim up to $90,513. Now, L ask if, 
under these circumstances, witha claim like this, | 
the House will depart from the rule which has | 
been recognized here in almost every instance, | 
(not to allow interest on claims,) by allowing | 
this claim with interest more than double the | 
amount of the claim itself. | 
If the principle is right in this case, why is it 
not right in regard to all the other private claims | 
that come up for consideration in this body? Why 
is it that if A B, here at home, amongst ourselves, 
presents his claim to Congress and urges it, session | 








after session, and that claim is not acted upon for 
years—why is it, 1 ask, that he is not allowed | 
Interest ? And why is it that the gentleman from | 
New York has not taken it upon himself to do | 
justice to such claimants as those, when their | 
claims have been under consideration here? 

But, sir, in this case, for the first time, this prin- 
ciple of allowing interest is to be ingrafted on our 
legislation as a permanent principle. This is to | 
be held up hereafteras a precedent. All the other | 
claims that are awaiting the consideration of this 
committee are to be made to carry interest, and | 
the result will be that when you come to pay the | 
ciaims, you will not only have to pay them, but | 
probably three to five times the amount of the 
claime themselves, in the shape of interest. Now, | 
sir, | say that before that principle shall be es- 
tablished we should look into this matter carefully, | 
perticularly as the gentlemen of the committee 
cannot themselves agree in a mere matter of calcu- 
lation—a mere matter of dollars and cents—a mere 
matter of calculation of interest on a given sum. 
Is it not, therefore, altogether important that time 
should be given to gentlemen to look into this 





matter, and that we should have the privilege of |; amount due, and that has been rectified. 


seeing whether this gentleman from New York is 
right, or that gentleman from Ohio is right? 
r. PECKHAM. I ask leave to correct the 
statement of the eman from Virginia. 
Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 
Mr. PECKHAM. There wasno difference in 
the calculation of interest by the committee. As 


to that, the committee agreed unanimously. But 


the gentleman who made this report committed a || called upon to act in regard to it, and relieved the 


mistake in not crediting the Government with the 


amount paid. It was, therefore, a difference, not || the error. 


of interest, but of the amount due. The gentle- 


man allowed an amount greater than the sum || Carolina (Mr. Kerr] will allow me to in 


which a the pa to be due. 
Mr. ERR. an 

speak of paid ? 
Mr, PECKHAM. It was before the battle of | 

Camden, where De Kalb was killed—before he 

went to the South to take command of the troops. 


was the amount that you > interest is calculated at seven per cent., instead 








— —_—— a — — _ ——e — - See 

Mr. LETCHER. Then, if the committee made York (Mr. Peckuam] was inadvertently involved 
a mistake in ascertaining the amount due, so much || in the error from that fact. But this is a small 
the worse. If, with the papers before them from || matter—so small that if it has not already been 
the Treasury Department, the committee made a || corrected, it can be corrected in a moment. 
mistake which makes a difference of some $18,000, Mr. PECKHAM. Yes; [ calculated the jp. 
the case is so much the worse for that committee, || terest at the rate of seven per cent., and go ip. 
and Fram at the hands of the House more — rn ae — irginia. 
careful scrutiny. zs - Atall events, such an error j 

Mr. CORWIN. I will state, Mr. Chairman, | matter of no consequence. But I understand the 
that there is no difference of opinion in the minds || gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] to obj 
science cf this case? "Ta Gestion’ the port sao || this to eatal? peterecbaah, ir beet tee iene 

! .- 1 ra e repo only which, it seems to me,ad 
I did draw it—I took into consideration the seven || of any hesitation. I know that the habit of ous 
year’s half-pay, not deducting from that sum the | gentlemen in this House is to object ie aPpropria. 
different sums of money which Baron de Kalb || tions on all occasions. I know that it is the habit 
had received from our agents in France and else- || of some gentlemen here to insist that there is one 
where before his death. Take these sums, with || rule of moral conduct for a Government, and 
the interest on them, and it makes the precise || another rule fora gentleman of honor. For my 
difference in question. There is no error about || part, I do not see the difference between the prin. 
it. There is no error about the calculation of in- | ciples which should govern a Government and 
terest; and the amendment is offered so that | those which should govern a gentleman. If, under 
- Pana may determine, at this preg etc uine 2 a . é 
these uctions are to be made, or whether it || able for a gentleman to refuse to pay interest, it j 
will give S the heirs of Baron a Kalb 7 seven ee ee a ae to wine it. And, 
year’s half-pay, exclusive of deductions, - || sir, if a gentleman would lose caste—if he woul 
ing the bill for $90,513 61, or whether the House suffer injury in his reputation—by withholding oe 
will adopt the amendment of the gentleman from || — of a just debt, a Government should no 
New oa or. Peckxnam.] I . ri as eae | ess suffer in t cng apm of the world from the 
course the House may take. think the bill || same cause. ere is no reason, sir, why this 
should be for $90,513 61, but if the House think || Government should withhold interest on adam 
otherwise, then let it be passed for $72,070. But || justly due to the heirs of one who has a claim upon 


[ have no doubt that it ought to be passed for the || our gratitude, second only to that of ‘ the Father 
former sum. 


| of his Country.”’? Why should we make an invid. 
Mr. LETCHER. And the result of the ex- || ious discrimination between the gallant De Kalb 
planation is that, upon the principle of equity and || and the Marquis de Lafayette? The latter illus. 
good conscience, the gentleman over the way [Mr. || trious individual has been not only rewarded, but 
Corwin] thinks that the sum ought to be || most munificently rewarded for his services and 
$90,513 61; and, on the principle of right, the | sacrifices for us in our revolutionay struggle. He 
genteman from New York [Mr. Pecxuam] || spilt his blood only for us; De Kalb both bled and 
thinks that it ought to be $72,070 ! ied in the same glorious cause. 

I hope the same rule will be adopted in respect I cannot see any ground, therefore, why the 
to this as to all other matters. If the claim cannot || Government should not dispense the same meas- 
be eer for the purpose of investigation, then || ure of justice to the one as to the other. If any 
I shall move to fill up the amount in this bill with |! distinction is to be made, it ought-to be in favor 
the sum of $27,433 61, the principal sum, without || of the unfortunate Baron de Kalb. He lost his 
interest, instead of the sum now contained in it; || life in fighting the battles of liberty, and left his 
and | submit that motion. family in dependence and want. ‘They have been 

Mr. KERR. I think that if ever there was a || ever since living in penury on account of the 
claim which ought to be by this time fully inves- || devotion of his life to the service of our country 
tigated and clearly explained on this floor, the || —in defense of liberty. And now, sir, when the 
claim we are at present considering is of that char- || claim is made out and presented, it is urged, in an 
acter. The committee, with commendable dili- | American Congress, that we should quibble about 
gence, as I conceive, have devoted considerable || interest, and withhold from the claimants a just 
labor to the investigation and ascertainment of the || debt which should have been paid half a century 
facts of the case. Particularly, the member of 
the committee in whose charge the matter was 
placed has, | think, with very great care collected 
every fact that could throw any light on the sub- 
ject, and has arrayed these facts in lucid order, || struggled to establish the liberties we enjoy; from 
so that we are now as familiar with everything || those who, by the wisdom of their counsels in 
pertaining to the history of the services of Baron || forming our Govnveitasine, have made this coun- 
de Kalb, and of the claim which his heirs-at-law || try one of the greatest and wealthiest nations of 
have against the United Statesas wecould be were || the world—I say, I do hope, that the Repre- 

we to wait here for six months in continual in- || sentatives of the descendants of such men will 
vestigation of the matter. not hesitate any longer in passing this bill for the 

But my friend over the way, [Mr. Lercuer,] || amount indicated by the gentleman from New 
to whom | always listen with great respect, has || York, (Mr. Pecxuam.] For my own part, I have 
suggested, that because there isa difference of opin- || no hesitation in saying, that 1 would vote for the 
ion in the committee with reference to the amount || ninety odd thousand dollars reported by the com- 
due, we should, therefore, delay yet longer, and || mittee. If not due as a debt, I will vote for it as 
continue the examination of the claim. Now, the |/a-bounty. The heirs of Baron de Kalb are clearly 
committee, it is true, did differ with reference to || entitled to it. Henever received the pay that was 
the amount; but that difference, as I understand, | due to him. And this sum would not be half the 
was merely the consequence of a mistake as to the || amount of bounty given to Lafayette and others, 
who, like him, left their own country and peri) 
their fortunes and lives to win and establish our 
liberties. 

Mr. MAY. With the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Kerr,) |, too, can 
say, Mr. Chairman, that I never expect to have 
the fortune to vote here for a claim of equal merit 
with this; and, therefore, not only out of my dis- 
position to do justice, and that springing from 
wi the case do fel pertecliyyotied in gi 
of the case, do usti in givil 
my oa to this claim. But I am here, with 
my colleagues, requested by our State to cuppa 
it. Over and over again has Maryland—acknow’ 
edging, | may pay tie transcendent merits of er 
claim—ins her Representatives here, 
in the other branch of Congress, to come Up and 
give it their most devoted support: au 

“It represented to this General Assembly that? 
sapieconumlves of the Baron de Kalb, a major general ‘2 













ago. 

I do hope that the House of Representatives, 
| composed of those who are descended from the 
| men who fought with De Kalb; from those who 





Mr. LETCHER. It was not a mere mistake. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Pecknam} 
thinks that the amount should be $72,070, while 
the —— from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] thinks it 
ought to be $90,513 61. 

r. KERR. If, however, the gentlemen who 
had the matter in charge made a mistake, the chair- 
man of the committee detected it before we are 


House from all possibility of being involved in 

Mr. LETCHER. If my friend from North 
him, { would say that he will find pasideb tive 
*''Mr KERR. That, [ suppose, results from the 


fact that seven per cent. is the legal rate of interest 
in New York;.and I presume my friend from New 


the circumstances of this case, it were dishonor. ° 
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aia United States in the war of the Revolu- 


Se 
the service of at the action of Camden on the 16th of Au- | 


a = 1780, when leading on the troops of the Maryland 
Delaware ir, fost bis life; and the said representatives | 
poor presented to Congress a claim for his services, 
c., &C- : E 
; Such is the noble tenor of our legislative resolve. | 
[ had wished that the argument of this claim | 
hould be left to the honorable gentleman {Mr. | 
( wix] who reported the bill, and whose careful 
Orr elaborate report must meet the ea of 
aay member who gives it a candid considera. | 
= and to the other gentleman, (Mr. Peckuam,} 
vmember of the same committee, who has given 
amem@ention to the subject. Although these 
ventlemen differ in the results, by the figures which 
Oa have presented, yet their arguments ought to 
carry our conclusions to support the claim which | 
they have both so strongly advocated. It stands, 
as it was stated by the onorable gentleman from | 


New York, (Mr. Peckuam,} upon two grounds. | 


who are descended from his own toins, 
— reside in France, poor, and destitute, for | 
the arrears of pay and emoluments due him under | 
the engagement by which he entered into the | 
American service in our revolutionary struggle— 
the pay to be computed exactly in dollars and 
cents for the period of time in which he served, 
and emoluments to be ascertained upon the same 

inciple. 

 cccond ground upon which the claim is 
based, is an act of Congress which gave seven 
years’ half-pay to the widows and children of 
those who fell in our revolutionary struggle. 
Sixty years have passed since that glorious, gal- | 
lant German, laid down his life in our cause. I | 
have stood upon the spot where he fell; and I have 
felt all my patriotic enthusiasm kindled by the 
side of his grave. The people of Camden, and | 
its neighborhood, as hospitable, patriotic, and | 
generous as any of the gallant State of Carolina, 
erected a beautiful monument over his remains in 
the church-yard there. The people of South Car- 
olina, in common with the people of Maryland, | 
and of the whole country, venerate his memory. | 
[have spoken with old men upon the battle field of 
his fame, who were full of interesting traditions 
connected with him, and his service there, and | 
who were able to give me a vivid and most grati- | 
fying picture of what they were. There are 
authentic memorials in the archives of our State, 
made up of letters from some of the gallant sons of 
Maryland, who accompanied Baron de Kalb, and 
which state that, after he had received eleven mor- 
tal wounds from British bayonets and sabres, when 
engaged in the very front of the fight, and while 
he was slowly dying, that he devoted the last mo- 
ments of his life in dictating a letter, testifying to 
the gallantry of our heroic troops, and recommend- 
ing their example to the imitation and emulation 
oftheircountrymen. The last moments of his life 
were not passed in thoughts of his wife and chil- 
dren, faraway. No, sir; his mind did notgo across 
France to occupy itself in the tender recollections 
ad associations that would engage the mind of 
one less patriotic, less stern, ‘aa less devoted to 
the great cause of our liberties; but he spent the 
ltst moments of his life in dwelling with delight | 
upon the conduct of our soldiers, in describing 
how the field was fought, how the troops were 











‘The high regard entertained by the whole American 
people for his gallant conduct and distinguished services is 
strongly evinced in the following resolution, adopted by 

on the Mth of October, 1780, to wit : 

Resolved, Thata monument be erected to the memory of 
the late Major General Baron de Kalb, in the city of An- 
ein in the State of Maryland, with the following in- 


on : 
Sacred to the memory of the 
BARON DE KALB, 
Kaight of the order of military merit, 
_ Brigadier of the armies of France, 
And Major General in the service of the United States of 


America, 
ylaving served with honor and reputation for three years, 
“gave a last and glorious proof of his attachment to the 
In the ties Of mankind and the cause of America, 
the action near Camden, in the State of South Carolina, 
On the 16th of August, 1780; 
Where, a troops of the a Delaware 
nst superior n 
‘ad animating them by his example to deeds of valor, 
On the 1908 rae Sesned is the Gun yor of hin ege 
k ng t ear . 
“heutlisulsseureunc St 
Have erected this monument. ” 





4 ‘animating them by his example to | their testimony to the bravery of his troops. His 








arranged, and which of them most distinguished || it is a majestic claim, before which such an ob- 
themselves, and how even the British had borne || struction sinks into utter insignificance. I think 
if there ever wae a just claim presented here, and 
aid-de-camp, De Buysson, in whose arms he ex- || which appealed to us, upon every possible round, 
pired, received these declarations, and asserted || to pass it, to the full measure recommend by the 
that they were thelast thoughts of the dying hero. || committee, or, perhaps, to that substituted by the 
Such was the end of the gallant De Kalb. || gentleman from New York, [Mr. Pecknam,] this 
The children in whose veins the blood of that | is that claim. 1 would, therefore, vote in favor of 
noble patriot now runs, are asking the ny of | the amount presented by either of the gentlemen; 
that precious blood shed on that battle-field. 1 || but, as the gentleman from New York seems to 
confess it has always surprised me, looking to the have more carefully, since the report was made by 
great rank of this man, and to the fact that he || the honorable gentleman from Ohio, considered 
was a brigadier general in the armies of France || the difference of the account, | shall vote in favor 
when he came to our country, that he came in || of the amount moved by him. 
the same ship with General Lafayette, and ob-|| In doing so, 1 am authorized to say for those 
tained a commission from Congress on the same || here who represent the blood of the Baron de 
day, that he was acknowledged to be of equal || Kalb in the prosecution of this claim, that that 
rank with Lafayette during the whole period of || sum will be accepted—nay, sir, anything will be 
his revolutionary service, that he laid down his || accepted by them in this time of their necessity. 








|| life at the battle of Camden, while Lafayette sur- | If the House see fit to drive a hard bargain with 


vived to the end of our struggle, and lived to enjoy || these children of that great hero and patriot for the 
not only the gratitude and veneration of our people, || price of his life’s blood, they wili take anything 
but had a liberal bounty bestowed upon him, how || they can get, and release the United States forever 
the distinction made between these two illustrious || from any further demands. 
officers can be possibly justified. General Lafay- || Mr. PECKHAM. I move to amend, by sub- 
ette, with the approbation of the whole country, || stituting for the amount stated in the bill, the sum 
received thirty thousand acres of public land, ay, || of $66,099 76. 
more, and $224,000 in money besides, while the || Mr. LETCHER. I insist upon the amend- 
claim of De Kalb, of equal merit and rank, with || ment which I offered, which is to insert the sum 
the only difference that he sacrificed his life in || of $27,433 61. 
fighting our battles for freedom, now presented || Mr. MILLSON. There is no class of claims 
for $70,000, according to the estimate of the hon- | which appeals more strongly to the feelings of our 
orable gentleman from New York, is to be con- || people than those founde upon revolutionary 
sidered here as exorbitant. I trust by every || services, or revolutionary sacrifices. The effect 
association dear and common to usall, and by our || produced by the eloquent remarks of the two gen- 
recollections of such distinguished services as | tlemen who have just taken their seats, well attest 
were rendered by this illustrious atin, oe that || this truth. 
this American Congress will acknowledge the | Some years ago, sir, I served upon the Com- 
justice of the claim now presented by his heirs || mittee on Revolutionary Claims, and it became 
dwelling upon the soil of France, to its fullest ex- || my duty then to make some examination of the 
tent, and if this be done at this period of our his- || case now before the committee. 1 confess that I 
torr it may prove instructive to our countrymen. || do not retain a very vivid recollection of the result 
he delay that has ensued in the settlement of || of that examination, and with a view to refresh 
the claim, is due to the fact that Baron de Kalb, | my memory, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
being put in command of the troops of the Mary- || New York [Mr. Pecxnam] one or two questions. 
land and Delaware lines for the defense of the || And first, I will ask him if this bill, now before 


Carolinas, had committed to his charge the sum || the House is not founded upon a resolution of 


of about $226,000 Continental money, and greatly || Congress, adopted in the year 1780, extending a 
depreciated, for the purpose of defraying the ex- || resolution adopted by Congress in 1778, granting 
penses of the troops, of which he gave no account || seven years’ half-pay to the widows and children 
whatever, and therefore the accounting officers of || of those officers who died while in the service of 
the Government never could settle this claim. He || the country ? 

stands charged with this sum of money upon the Mr. PECKHAM. It is. 

books of the Treasury. The evidence is very clear Mr. MILLSON. Then I will ask another ques- 
that the Baron did not use the money himself, but || tion, and that is whether the resolution under 
he had no opportunity of showing this. His || which this bill is framed does not distinctly pro- 
whole time was devoted to marching his troops || vide that no one shall have the benefit of the seven 
with extraordinary expedition to the South. |) years’ half-pay, but those officers who were resi- 
Every moment of his time was occupied in pre- || dents of some particular State of the Union, and 
paring them for a severe conflict. His papers at || who had taken the oath of allegience to the United 
the time of his death, all his effects, everything || States? 

which he had about him, or there possessed, were || Mr. PECKHAM. No,sir. The gentleman is 
seized by the enemy, (along with his body,) and || commingling the provision made for officers them- 
were never retrieved; and to this hour there is no || selves with that made for the relief of the widow 
knowledge on the part of any one, after a most || and children. The provision made for the relief 
diligent and careful search, as to what became of |) of the officers themselves, applies, as the gentleman 
those papers. The presumption is, that they fell || says, but not so, however, in regard to the provis- 
into the hands of the soldiers, to whom they were || ion for the relief of widows and children. On 
of no value, and were scattered abroad over the || the contrary, it has been expressly resolved by 
sands of the Carolinas. Nobody knows how || Congress, that it did apply to others than citizens 
that is, but it was ascertained by the sense of jus- || of the United States. And so the papers show. 
tice of an early Congress—and that has been Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, if I am 
more than once repeated—that no explanation of || right in supposing that the original resolution of 
those accounts ought to be demanded, as, under || 1778 restricted its benefits to those officers who 
the circumstances of the case, none could be ren- || were residents of some of the States, and who 
dered. The misfortunes of war, and the cruel || had taken an oath of allegiance to the United 
adversity of his situation, placed it entirely out of || States, then I am sure I am right in the conclusion, 
the power of himself or his friends, or of those || that the act of 1780 did not extend it to any class 
who were around him, to make the exhibition of || of officers who were not embraced in the act of 




















any accounts. | 1778. 
at was the difficulty, and that was the way Until the gentleman made the statement which 
in which a former Congress answered it, and that || he has just pronounced, I had no very definite 


is the way in which subsequent Congresses have || idea of the ground upon which this claim rested; 
continued to answer it. Mom, sir, we propoue to || but his reply to my inguiry brings to my mind 
demand no account of his disbursements for the || the result of examinations frequently made by 
Government, but to settle with his heirs as though || me, when I served upon the Committee on Revo- 
no charge remained upon the books of the Depart- || lutionary Claims. It was solemnly decided by 
ment against him. Isitnot just? Is there a gen- || Congress that the act of 1780 was not intended to 
tleman who hears me who does not at once assent |! apply to any other class of cases than those pro- 
that, under the circumstances, t ought to be |) vided for by the act of 1778, granting seven years’ 








relieved from that unjust charge? hatever that || half-pay. 
sum was it was quite ae certainly so Mr. PECKHAM. Congress passed the fol- 
compared with the nature of this claim, which is || lowing resolution, August, 1785: 








one of the most commanding interest. Nay,sir, || ‘« Resolved, That the Paymaster General be, and he is 
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hereby, directed to settle with the widows and orphans of | 
officers who did not belong to any of the United States, | 
enutied to seven years’ half-pay, under the resolution of 

August 24, 1760, and to issue to them certificates therefor.” | 

That covers this case precisely. 

Mr. MILLSON. I speak from no very recent 
examination, and the gentleman will correct me 
if lam inerror. The act of 1778 grants seven 
years’ half-pay to the widows and children of all 
thore military officers commissioned by Congress 
who shall serve to the end of the war. The act | 
of 1780 grants the same bounty to the widows and | 
children of those officers who might die in the | 
service, and in that way be prevented from serv- 
ing to the end of the war. Now, sir, the ques- 
tion whether the act of 1780 was intended to em- | 
brace any other description of persons than that | 
provided for by the resolution of 1778 was pre- | 
sented to the notice of Congress about twenty 

ears ago; and this House then deemed it of suf- || 
Ficient importance to refer it to the consideration 
of the Judiciary Committee. That committee in || 
the case of the heirs of Captain Shubrick, of South | 
Carolina, reported, through a very distinguished | 
jurist of the State of New York, (Mr. Barnard] || 
—whose report I remember that I had occasion to 
embody in one of my own—that the act of 1780 | 
was not intended to apply to any other class of 
cases than that embraced in the act of 1778. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | do not make these re- 
marks fo¢ the purpose of expressing any settled || 
opinion as to the merits of this claim. If it be || 
founded in justice, itis one which should be in- | 
stantly allowed. It is one which it would be a | 
reproach to this Government not to have allowed 
long ago. But when we recollect that inallowing | 
aciaim of this character more than sixty years | 
alter ils presentation, we put a stigma on the rep- || 
utation of the United States Government—astigma 
which we must be content to bear, if we are prop- 
erly subject to the reproach—we should, at least, || 
take pains to satisfy ourselves before passing the 
bill, that our country has, indeed, so long, and so || 
cruelly delayed justice to the heirs of this gallant 
hero of our Revolution. 

Not desiring to extend my remarks further at 
this time, and trusting that itis the sense of the | 
committee that this case should be proceeded with 
cautiously, and be thoroughly examined; and re- | 
minding gentlemen that if the committee now rise, || 
it will be the first subject for consideration when | 
we next resolve ourselves into a Committee of || 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and that no 
injury can happen because of the delay, I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the committee 
refused to rise. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, my purpose 
in moving that the committee do now rise, cer- 
tainly was not to defeat the ultimate passage of || 
this claim, if it should be ascertained to be well || 
founded. Nobody would be more reatly to vote || 
for it than | would, if 1 could be satisfied that it | 
was entirely right. 1 wished to give an opportu- | 

| 


nity to the committee to examine the claim— 
important not merely in amount and principle, 
but as it involves, in some degree, the character 
and reputation of our San for justice. But | 
. 

| 








since the committee has thought proper to remain | 
in session, I desire to submit one or two other | 
remarks in connection with this subject. I will || 
ask the gentleman from New York—for really I | 
do not feel myself sufficiently informed of matters 

to vote understandingly—whether any portion of | 
the relief extended by this bill has reference to the 
settlement of the accounts between Baron de 
Kalb and the United States? 

Mr. PECKHAM. None, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON. Or is it altogether the pay- 
ment of the seven years’ ga # 

Mr. PECKHAM. No. Itincludes the balance | 
for services—the pay and emoluments, after de- || 
ducting the amount received by Baron de Kalb. 

Mr. LETCHER. Seven years’ half-pay, and 
$18,000 and emoluments. 

Mr. PECKHAM. No, sir; only a little less || 
than $15,000. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yon have got it $18,000 on 
the paper Eleven years’ half-pay, $7,000; and 
pay and emoluments for three years and twenty 
“ $18,000. Si | 

. PECKHAM. The gentleman insists upon 


| 





} 


|| ney, not mine. 


| these reports I will send up to the clerk’s desk to 


|| The Committee on Pensions and Revolutionary Claims, to | 


| Pensions and Revolutionary Claims, the committee have 
| had recourse to the Treasury Department for information 


| ation on the subject of his accounts during the revolutionary | 
| war is to be found in one of the ledgers of the late office of 





being mistaken. The records of the Department 
show that it is $18,000, less $3,637 29. The paper 
to which the gentleman refers is that of the attor- 


r. MILLSON. Remembering, Mr. Chair- | 
man, that some years ago I had given this claim 


revious reports on it, 1 took occasion, | 


gentleman from New York, to send to the House 
library for the volume containing them. One of | 





be read to the Committee. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 





whom was referred, on the 4th of December, 1820, the 
petition of Elie, Baron of Kalb, knight of the royal order 
of military merit, and Maria Anna Carolina, of Kalb, 
widow Geymuller, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and report thereon : ; 
That, on the 10th of December, 1819, the petition of the 
said petitioners was referred to the Committee on Pensions 
and Revolutionary Claims; that, on the 7th of February 
following, that committee made report thereon. [See No. 
517, page 702.) 
This petition being again referred to the Committee on 


relating to the accounts of the Baron de Kalb, and, by a re- 
port from that Department, it appears that ‘‘ the only inform- 


commissioner of army accounts, preserved from the fire 
which destroyed the public buildings. A copy of his ac- 
counts is extracted therefrom and inclosed. There does not 
appear, as far as the evidence in this office affords intorm- 
ation, that any final settlement was made of the accounts 
of the Baron de Kalb; and, at this period, when the records 
have so generally been destroyed, it would be impracticable 
to make one with accuracy.”’ By the account alluded to 
it appears that there is a balance standing to the debit of | 
the Baron de Kalb, amounting to $234,100 70. | 

The committee further report that the petitioners appear 
to claim the payment of any arrears of pay which may be | 





| due to their late father. Ov this subject the committee ob- 


serve that the large balance appearing on the books of the 
Treasury, and standing debited in the account of the late 


| Baron de Kalb, goes to preclude the expectation of any ar- 


rears of pay being due to the Baron de Kalb. 

The petitioners appear to claim five years’ pay as being 
due to their late father, the Baron de Kalb. On this subject 
the committee observe that, on the 15th of May, 1778, Con- 
gress unanimously resolved “ that all military officers com- 
inissioned by Congress, who now are, or hereafter may be, 


| in the service of the United States, and shall continue 


therein during the war, and not hold any offiee of profit 
under these States, or any of them, shall, after the conclu- 
sion of the war, be entitled to receive, annually. for the term 
of seven years, if they live so long, one half of the present 
pay of such officers: Provided, That no general officer of 
the cavalry, artillery, or infantry, shall be entitled to receive 


| more than the one half part of the pay of a colonel of such 


corps, respectively : nd provided, That this resolution 
shall not extend to any officer in the service of the United 
States, unless he shall have taken the oath of allegiance to, 
and shall actually reside within, some one of the United 
States.?? The resolution alluded to appears to be expressly 
intended for those officers only who, being in the service of 
the Urited States, did actually reside within some one of 
the United States, and did continue in the service of the 
United States during the war; and to the exclusion of all 
other officers who, although being in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, did not actually reside within some one of the 
United States, or who did not continue in the service of the 
United States during the war. The Baron de Kalb, in the 
resolution of Cougress of the Mth of October, 1780, is stated 
to be a brigadier in the armies of France. ‘The family of 
the Baron de Kalb is believed to have resided, and con- 
tinued to reside, in France. Hence it is inferred that France 
was the place of his residence; and, therefore, that he is 


| included within the proviso of that resolution. The reso- 


lution of Congress of the 15th of May, 1778, contains not 
any provision for the widows or orphans of officers who 
had died, or thereafter might die, in the service of the Uni- 
ted States. On the 16th of August, 1780, the Baron de 
Kalb, major general in the service of the United States, in 
the action near Camden, in South Carolina, leading on the 
troops of the Maryland and Delaware lines against supe- 
rior numbers, and gloriously contending on behalf of the 
rights of mankind, was mortally wounded, and died on the 
19:h of thatinonth. On the 24th of August, 1780, Congress 
resolved “that the resolution of the 15th of May, 1778, 
granting halt-pay for seven years to the officers who should 
con:inue in service to the end of the war, be extended to 
the widows of those officers who have died, or shall herc- 
after die, in the service, to commence from the time of such 
officer’s death, and continue for the term of seven years ; 
or, if there be no widow, or in case of her death or inter- 
marriage, the said half-pay be given to the orphan children 
of the officer dying as abressid, if he shall have left any ; 
and that it be recommended to the Legislatures of the re- 
spective States to which such officers belong, to make pro- 
vision for paying the same on accountof the United States.” 

That resolution of the 24th of August, 1780, is explana- 
tory of the resolution of 15th of May, 1778, and manifesting 
that that resolution was limited ard confined to officers who 
did actually reside in some one of the United States, and 
not otherwise ; and recommending to the several States, 
respectively, to make provision accordingly for the widows 
or orphans of officers who did reside within some one of 
the United States, respectively. On these resolutions of 
Congress it does not appear that the heirs of the Baron de 
Kalb can bottom any claim for five years’ pay, as men- 
tioned in their petition. By a resolution of Congress of the 


|| it has not been heretofore expressly promised.” "Pj, 


some slight examination, and that I had seen one |! of March, 1783, and of the 8th of March, 178% tte a 
| or two M 
| during the dialugue between my colleague and the 


| 


| 
} 
j 


| 
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21st of October, 1780, half-pay for life was a 
in the service of the United States, diedel tem one 

lution. That resolution does not include the case of... 
heirs of the Baron de Kalb. On the 26th of January. 1+." 
Congress resolved * that half-pay cannot be allowed to a 
officer, or to any class or denomination of Officers, to whoe 


jutions of Congress of the 2ist of October, 1780 ~- 


half-pay for life, or commutation thereof for five jean nt 


pay, do not include this case of the petitioners. Tireir o4,, 


| for five years’ pay does not apppear to be included in, or 


provided for, by any act or resolution of Congress, 
This committee do further report that evidence has hot 


| been adduced to prove that any arrears of Pay are due jp 


the Baron de Kalb, and that, therefore, his heirs, the 
tioners, have not any just claim against the United Sin, 
for any arrears of pay said to be due to their late futher the 


| Baron de Kalb; that the claim of the heirs of the Baron de 


Kalb to the full pay of five years on account of the sery) 
of the Baron to the United States is not bottomed on a, 


| act or resolution of Congress, and is, therefore, inadmisy. 


ble, and ought not to be allowed. Uy the report 
Department of the Treasury alluded to, it iippeers ta ? 
reference to the register of officers of the revolutionary 
army returned as entitled to land, the name of the Bary, 
de Kalb is entitled to land, for which application jg to he 
made to the Depariment of War. 

This committee, after consideration of this case Of the 
petitioners, and taking into view the circumstances Atiend. 
ing it, are of opinion that it does not appear that any arreyy 
of pay are due to the late Baron de Kalb, as intimated by 


| the petitioners in their pace 3 that itdoes not appear tig: 


the petitioners, heirs of the Baron de Kalb, have any jgq 
claim against the United States for five years’ pay in cojge. 
quence of services by him performed to the United States; 


| and, therefore, submit the following resolution ; 


Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners, so far as rp. 
Jates to their claim of any arrears of pay supposed to be dye 
to their late father, the Baron de Kalb, and so far as relays 
to their claim of pay for five years in consequence of ger 
vices of their late father, the Baron de Kalb, to the Uniteg 
States, be not granted ; and that the petitioners have leqye 
to withdraw so much of their said petition as relates jp 
their claim for land as heirs of the Baron de Kalb, so tha 
they may apply to the Department of War for the same, 


[t appears from this report that the committe 
reported adversely upon both branches of the 
claim; first, that there were no arrears due, and 
again, that the claimants were not entitled to seven 
years’ half-pay under the resolutions of Congress, 
In making their report, they put it distinctly upon 
the ground that the resolution of Congress grant. 
ing seven years’ half-pay applied altogether and 
exclusively to those officers who were residents 
of some one of the States of the Confederacy, or 
had taken the oath of allegiance to the United 
States, and there was a previous report in which 
the claim was denied upon the same ground. 
Here, then, are two reports made at an early 

| period of the Government, rejecting the claim, 
and there is one report, made by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin, ] allowing it, and in this 
state of things, we are left in a condition of inde- 
cision and uncertainty as to whether the claim 
ought to be allowed or not. Until the gentleman 
can answer the objections stated in that report, it 
would seem to me at least prudent to delay the 
final adjudication of the claim. 

But I have another objection to so much of the 
bill as provides for the allowance of interest upon 
this demand. 1 believe | have never voted forthe 
payment of interest except where the payment of 
interest was a matter of contract. This is a rule 
with all Governments, and when gentlemen come 
to consider narrowly the ground upon which thet 
rule is founded, they will, I think, see that itis4 
sensible one, and one which ought rarely, if ever 
to be departed from. Interest is never due, ex- 
cept where it is agreed to be paid, or where it 8 
imposed by way of penalty for the improper with- 
holdi:.g of the debt, and no gentleman can tell me 
any other ground for the claim of interest. 

far as the first ground is concerned, there 
no pretense that there was a contract between the 
Government of the United States and Baron de 
Kalb to pay interest upon this claim. The claim 
for interest cannot rest upon that. It can, there 
fore, only be sustained on the remaining ground, 
and that is that it is by way of penalty for theim- 
proper withholding of the money by the debtor 
from the creditor. But upon sovereigns no pet 
alty can be imposed, and no Government has ever 
agreed to pay interest by way of penalty, beau 
no Government can admit that it has been wrors 
fully withholding money from the party to bet 
itis due. There is no superior who can adjaer 
cate the default of the Government. The Gov 
ernment is superior to every other authority, 
to agree to pay interest by way of penalty “a 
acknowledge, what Government can never a 
knowledge, that it was wrong in withholding 
amount. Where the Government ascertaias 
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